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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tue Master oF THE Routis announced on Thursday 
that'he would not take any more witness causes during 
the present sittings. 


Mz. Wii11am Barzer has been appointed Professor 
of the Law of Real Property to the Council for Legal 
Education, in succession to Mr. Joshua Williams, Q.C. 





Ir 18 unpERsToop that the long-pending question 
whether the Chancery Paymaster shall receive an in- 
crease to his staff has been settled in the affirmative, 
but, notwithstanding this, no new clerks have been as yet 
appointed. It appears that a question as to the salaries 
of the additional clerks stops the way. Meantime the 
staff.is over- worked and cannot keep down the accumu- 
lating arrears. 





‘Onz ImporTANT RESULT of the visit of the Lord Chan- 
cellor to the building of the Royal Courts of Justice, on 
Saturday last, is that every effort will be made to render 
the block which forms the western side of the great 








quadrangle ready for occupation by the chief clerks: of 
the judges of the Chancery Division at Easter, 1881. 
It is hoped that the remainder of the building will be 
completed in time to enable the courts to be used at the 
Easter Sittings of 1882, but it is needless to say that 
this depends on many contingencies over which neither 
the architect nor the Lord Chancellor has any control. 





Tue tast Act to suspend the Habeas Corpus Act in 
Ireland, passed in 1866, followed generally the precedent 
of the English Act for the same purpose passed in 
1817 (57 Geo. 3, c. 3). Section 2 of the Irish Act 
provided that, where any persons had been, before 
the Act or during its continuance, arrested, committed, 
or detained in custody under a warrant for high treason, 
or treason-felony, or treasonable practices, or suspicion 
of, high treason, treason-felony, or treason practices, 
signed by six members of the Irish Privy Council, or by 
the Lord Lieutenant or the Chief Secretury for. Ireland, 
it should be lawful for the persons to whom the warrants 
were addressed to detain such persons “at any place 
whatever within Ireland,” and that the persons to whom 
the warrants were directed should be deemed and taken: 
to be, in all respects, lawfully authorized to detain 
such persons, and to be their lawful gaolers or keepers. 
It will be seen that this provision retrospectively 
legalized custody under warrants issued before the Act 
came into force. Mr. Parnett and certain other Irish 
M.P.’s will also be interested to know that the Irish 
statute of 1866 did not imitate the English statute of 
1817 by expressly preserving the privileges of Parlia 
ment. ; 





Last WEEK we discussed the question whether the 
sheriff is bound to retain in his hands, for fourteen days, 
the proceeds of sale of the goods of a company, taken in 
execution for a sum exceeding £50, as he would be in the 
case of the goods of a trader—a matter upon which, as we 
pointed out, the judges of the Chancery Division had 
held opposite views. We did not know then that the 
question was on the point of coming before the Court of 
Appeal, but only a day or two after our article appeared 
—viz., on Monday last—the Court of Appeal decided, in 
the case of Re Withernsea Brick Werks (Limited), in 
favour of the view we advocated—viz., that the sheriff 
was not bound todo so. The object of section 10 of the 
Judicature Act, 1875, the court thought, was to abolish 
the old chancery rule that a secured creditor could prove 
for his whole debt, and realize his security afterwards, and 
to substitute the bankruptcy rule, that such a creditor 
can only prove for the balance of his debt after giving 
credit for the value of his security. 









Ir aprzars from Sir Cuaruzs Ditxe’s speech to his 
constituents that Sir Exsxivz May's scheme for the 
appointment of Grand Committees of the House of 
Commons is likely to be brought forward by. the Governs 
ment in the ensuing session. The ancient. Grand Com- 
mittees of the House were appointed annually for 
certain general subjects, such as grievances, religion, and 
courts of justice (see Lex Parliamentaria, p.. 340), 
They were, in fact, committees of the whole. House,. to 
which “ Bills of great concernment were committed, to 
the end that there might be opportunity for further 
debate ; for that at a committee the members have liberty 
to speak as often as they shall see cause to one q) - 
Sir Exsxive May's proposal differs widely from this 
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ancient practice. He suggests that there should be four 
standing committees on public Bills, devoted respectively 
to religion and ecclesiastical affairs, law and courts of 
justice, trade and navigation, and local government and 
taxation ; that each committee should be appointed by a 
special committee of selection; that twenty members 
of each Grand Committee should be chosen from 
members of Parliament who are “representative men 
in connection with the different subjects,” and that 
whenever a Bill is referred to a Grand Committee there 
should be added to the standing Grand Committee 
members of Parliament whose functions should cease 
with the consideration of the particular Bill. 





Ir 1s AN INTERESTING QUESTION how far the right to the 
costs of a winding-up petition which is withdrawn ex- 
tends with regard to persons appearing thereon in response 
to the advertisement issued in accordance with the Rules 
of Court. As the advertisement is addressed to all who 
consider themselves liable as contributories or entitled as 
creditors to appear on the hearing of the petition, there 
appears to be no reason why, if the petition is withdrawn, 
any one of these persons who appears should be deprived 
of his costs of appearing. The question has not been defi- 
nitively decided as yet, and, perhaps, never may be, but 
it was on the point of being decided by the Master of the 
Rolls on Saturday last. A petition for the winding up 
of a company had been in the paper of the previous 
Saturday, and was, by consent of the petitioner and of 
the company, withdrawn on that day, but was put 
in the list again last Saturday to be ‘‘ called” pro 
forma in order that any creditor or contributory thinking 
himself entitled to costs might be heard. Upon its 
being “called” counsel for a creditor asked for his 
costs of appearing, and the Master of the Rolls would 
have considered the point had it not turned out upon 
inquiry that the counsel had only been instructed since 
the case was first in the paper—in fact, on the very 
morning of the day on which it was to be formally called 
on. Under those circumstances no costs were given, 
but it is difficult to see how, had counsel been instructed 
at the earlier stage, he could have been refused his costs 
of appearing. When a winding-up petition is compro- 
mised and withdrawn, practitioners should see that they 
geta sufficiently large indemnity against the contingency 
of having to pay the costs of creditors or contributories. 





Ir was AssumeD by Mr. Justice Manisry in Mr. Date’s 
case that an appeal lay from the judgment of the Queen’s 
Bench Division refusing the writ of habeas corpus, 
and, although no such appeal lay before the Judica- 
ture Act, it seems to be clear from the 19th section 
of that Act, that the prisoner, and not only the 
prisoner, but also the party at whose suit the pri- 
soner was imprisoned, has such right of appeal. 
The words of the section in question are very explicit : 
** The Court of Appeal shall have jurisdiction and power 
to hear and determine appeals from any judgment or 
order, save as hereinefter mentioned, of her Majesty’s 
High Court of Justice.” We believe that we are correct in 
stating that, as a matter of fact, no case of habeas corpus 
has come before the Court of Appeal since the Judicature 
Act, but the House of Lords, in Walsall Overseers v. 
London and North-Western Railway Compang (L. R. 4 
App. Cas. 30), has given so liberal a construction to sec- 
tion 19 that, unless a respondent can bring his case clearly 
within the exceptions of that section, the right of appeal 
cannot be controverted. The exceptions are appeals from 
inferior courte, determination of criminal matters, and 
orders as to costs, and under none of these exceptions 
can habeas corpus be fairly said to come. There is a 
new right of appeal, therefore, given to either party ; 
right .. would seem, at the same time, that the 

indirect appeal, which only the soner 
had, is taken away. The Judicature Act, by Pr 








ing the Queen’s Bench and Court of Chancery into one- 
Supreme Court (see section 3), and by transferring the 
jurisdictions of the same courts to one High Court (see- 
section 16), has apparently abolished the curious old- 
fashioned right of applying to one court after another for- 
a habeas in case of each unsuccessful application. Among 
the many instances of this ancient practice, it is instruc. 
tive to refer to Reg. v. Baines (12 Ad. & E. 210)—one of- 
the many cases in which the writ de contumace was in- 
voked, not, as now, by laymen against clerics, but by 
clerics against laymen—for non-payment of church rates... 
It had been held by the Court of Queen’s Bench, in a con- 
sidered judgment, to be no objection to the writ that it 
did not appear to have been “ opened” in court. But, 
adds the reporter, in a note, “the prisoner in the same 
vacation sued out a habeas corpus, returnable in the Court. 
of Chancery, .... onthe ground that the writ did not 
appear to have been opened according to statute 5 Eliz. c. 
23, s. 2. The points discussed (December 8, 9, and 15, 
1840) were nearly the same. . . . Lord Corrennam, 
C., overruled all the objections; and the prisoner was 
remanded (In re Baines, 1 Cr. & Ph. 31).” 





Tur FARMERS oF Kent have recently taken up as a. 
special grievance the “extraordinary tithe” on hops, 
fruit, and market gardens, and it cannot be denied 
that this tax operates as a serious impediment to 
agriculture. The extraordinary tithe is a charge 
levied, in addition to the ordinary tithe, upon 
lands newly cultivated with hops, or fruit, or 
vegetables. It varies in amount in different parishes, 
occasionally being as high as £1 per acre; but in some 
parishes it is not levied at all. Mr. Inperwick proposes 
to redress this grievance by a Bill to be introduced’ 
during the next session, which will embody two 
principles. First, that no land in the future, when first. 
cultivated with hops, fruit, or vegetables, shall become 
liable to extraordinary tithe; and, second, that extra- 
ordinary tithes, wherever now existing, shall be redeem-. 
able upon certain terms. For the former of these 
proposals he finds a precedent in a statute passed in. 
1873 (36 & 37 Vict. c. 42), which relieved newly-formed 
market-gardens from extraordinary tithe in all parishes 
where such extraordinary tithe was not distinguished at. 
the date of commutation. With regard to the latter 
proposal, it must be remarked that the existing Tithe 
Commutation Acts expressly reserve extraordinary tithes 
from the benefit of their operation, so that some amend- 
ment, at least, in the law seems to be incumbent. Mr.. 
InpERwick’s suggestion is that the tithepayer, or rather 
the landlord, should be empowered to enforce against the 
tithe-owner (whether parson or lay impropriator) a com-- 
pulsory redemption, just as the copyholder is now 
entitled to compel enfranchisement from his lord. The 
terms of redemption which Mr. Inperwicx specifies—- 
either continued payment for nine years at the existing 
rate, or a lump sum paid down equivalent to the present 
value of the unexpired period of nine years, treated as 
an annuity at three per cent.—may seem unduly hard 
upon the tithe-owner. But, on the other hand, it must 
be remembered that the extraordinary tithe, even now, is 
not in the nature of an annual payment fixed and cer- 
tain, but is lost altogether if the land be brought under 
cultivation with ordinary farm produce. 





Tae current numuer of the Jrish Law Reporte: 
contains a report of the judgment of the Queen’s Bench. 
Division upon the demurrer in the action brought. 
against Mr. Macponocu, Q.C., by a cljent, for breach of» 
contract to act as his counsel, the arguments upon which. 
we reported ante, p. 35. It will be remembered that. 
the defendant demurred to two paragraphs in the state- 
ment of claim, The 7th paragraph stated that the 
plaintiff, having been committed for trial at the Com- 
mission of Oyer and Terminer held in the city of Dublip,. 
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had, by ‘‘a special and contract,” agreed with 
the defendant that if the defendant would promise and 
agree to attend and assist, with the aid of two other 
counsel, in the plaintiff's defence during the continuance 
of his trial, he would pay to the defendant, instead of an 
ordinary honorarium, a special fee to be named by 
the defendant; that the defendant thereupon agreed 
that if he should be paid as a special fee a sum of fifty 
guineas with his brief, and a sum of twenty-five 
guineas for each day after the first day of the trial, and 
also a sum of five guineas instead of the ordinary fee of 
two guineas for such consultations as he should direct 
and require, he would attend throughout the said trial 
with all due and reasonable diligence, and without 
wilful or unreasonable absence, to defend the plaintiff 
throughout the trial; that the plaintiff thereupon, and 
upon the faith of the defendant's promise, paid him fifty 
guineas on his brief which he delivered to him, and the 
defendant received the brief and accepted the money 
upon the terms aforesaid; that the plaintiff, in 
further pursuance of the agreement, paid the defendant 
three further sums of five guineas each for three consulta- 
tions, and the said sums were accepted by the defendant 
under the terms and in pursuance of the said contract; 
and that the trial of the plaintiff occnpied three days, 
and all cenditions were fulfilled necessary to entitle the 
plaintiff to have the agreement performed by the defend- 
ant; yet the defendant, although he was tendered the 
sum of twenty-five guineas to attend on the second day 


of the trial, refused, without reasonable cause, to attend | 


on the second or third day, whereby the plaintiff was 
greatly injured. The eighth count alleged, by way of 
alternative, the breach of a special contract by the de- 
fendant that he would, in consideration of a special fee 
of fifty guineas to be paid on his brief, and of twenty- 
five guineas a day while the trial should last, attend 
throughout the trial and defend the plaintiff. These 
paragraphs had been introduced into the statement of 
claim in the hope of distinguishing the case from 
Kennedy v. Brown (11 W. R. 284, 13 O. B. N. S. 677), 
by setting up a special contract on the defendant’s part 
to give exclusive attention to the plaintiff’s case in 
consideration of the payment of special fees, to be fixed 
by the plaintiff, and of amounts in excess of the fees 
ordinarily paid in similar cases; and the plaintiff relied 
upon the dictum of Picor, C.B.,in Hobart v. Butler 
(9 Ir. Rep. CO. L. 157), that an express contract for the 
requital of the services of a barrister is not prohibited by 
law. The court held that the case could not be distin- 
guished from Kennedy v. Brown, since Sir Wiru1am Erie 
there laid it down that “ the relation of counsel and client 
renders the parties mutually incapable of meking any 
contract of hiring and service concerning advocacy in 
litigation,” and the principle laid down by the Court of 
Common Pleas in England was “absolute, completely 
excluding any contract, eitherexpress or implied, between 
the parties.” May, O.J., added that it was “ wholly im- 
material whether the fee or honorarium was named by 
the counsel or the client, or whether the duties were to 
be performed in an ordinary or exceptional court.” 





We have received from Messrs, Partridge & Cooper 
several specimens of their diaries for 1881. The folio 
scribbling diary and the octavo scribbling diary are 
marvels of cheapness, and their Handy-book and pocket 
diary is convenient in size. All these publications, 
besides a diary, contain a good deal of infor- 
mation. Partridge & Cooper's diary and blotting. 
pad combined is an ingenious idea, and ought to be suc- 
cessful. The remembrancer or date-block for 1881 has 
the day of the month in most legible figures, and saves 
the trouble of arranging cards in a case, 

As we announced would be the case, the Lord Chancellor 
made a tour of inspection of the various buildings compris- 
ing —— Law Courts in the Strand on Saturday after- 
2oon 





JUDGES FOR GREAT CASES. 


An article in the Times of Thursday last draws attention 
to a point connected with the position and duties of 
judges of the High Court of Justice which deserves 
careful consideration; for the difficulties and objections 
which it states and raises are such as might escape the 
notice of lawyers, but strike the minds, and vitally affect 
the interests, of the public for whose benefit the whole 
machinery of law exists. 

The difficulty suggested is that the severance of the 
Appeal Court from the High Court, rendered more com- 
plete by the abolition of the two offices of Chief Justice 
of the Common Pleas and Chief Baron of the Exchequer, 
which formed connecting links between the two, 
will affect and lower the position and dignity of the 
judges of the court; and that the public will no longer 
have the same security and confidence as formerly with 
regard to the trial of those great and important causes, 
criminal and civil. on which universal attention is fixed. 
It is no sufficient answer to this objection to say that. 
judges of the Court of Appeal do in fact act as judges of 
first instance, because they do not so act in the metropolis, 
where the majority of these cases occur. It must there- 
fore be examined and dealt with on other grounds 3 and, 
admitting at once that there is force and weight in the, 
view expressed by the Times, it must be considered how 
far the objection really goes, and by what means it may 
be met most easily, and without unnecessary disturbance 
of the present arrangements. 

Now, it must be observed, in the first place, that all 
the five great cases enumerated by the Times were 
criminal cases, of which three were State trials; of these 
three, two were trials at bar, and one was a trial under a 
special commission. But though trials at bar in the old 
sense may no longer exist (though we know of nothing 
to prevent them), it is not, nor we believe can be, 
shown that the Crown does not possess ample power to 
nominate a commission for the trial of important 
matters. If, however, it is (and it well may be) desirable, 
it is also easy, to provide in express terms for the con- 
stitution from time to time of commissions performing 
the same functions, and which may consist either 
wholly of judges of the Court of Appeal, or of judges of 
the High Court, or of both combined. The other two 
cases mentioned by the Zimes were cases of murder, 
extraordinary only in the sense that the circumstances 
were no doubt complicated and difficult, and the public 
interest excited was great and general; and other cases 
might no doubt be added of the like rank and character, 
Now, as to the trial of such cases the same method may 
be applied ; or if the case is not deemed a proper one for 
a commission to two or more judges, a very slight ex- 
tension of the present duties of judges of the Court 
of Appeal would place at the service of the Crown and 
the country, when occasion required it, the best talent 
and experience which the bench has to afford. 

In dealing with the only classes of cases referred to 
by the 7'imes, it might, perhaps, if the matter was to 
be dealt with in an argumentative spirit, seem that 
enough had been said. But the point raised is a real and 
important one, and the objection should be considered 
broadly, and, so considered, it embraces also the trial of 
civil causes ; and we will, therefore, proceed to suggest 
an innovation which seems at least worthy of attention, 
and which has in its favour the analogy of exist- 
ing practice. There are civil, as there are criminal, 
causes in which the issue is of unusual importance, and 
the investigation of unusual difficulty, and in which, 
therefore, the demand on knowledge, experience, and 
care is unusually great. It seem. not unreasonable 
that in such cases it should be in the power of the 
court, whether on the application of both parties, or of 
one only, and under such limitations as may be thought 
right, to direct that the trial should take place before 
two or more judges of the High Court, To work out a 
plan of this kind in detail is not suitable to the 
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~ tion petitions warrants the belief) that, while such 
-& plan would be free from the objections which 


~would produce a corresponding acquiescence in the 


-was forwarded to us some time ago, containing a con- 
~-siderable amount of argument in support of the proposi- 
* tion that, by the law of England, women now have the 
y Tight to vote ; asserting that the law of England is with 
“the supporters of the Women’s S 
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present opportunity; but, we venture to think 
(and* the recent experience of the trial of elec- 


lie against the hearing of appeal business by a court 
of two, it would give to the parties great confi- 
dence in the tribunal; that it would, by raising the 
importance of the court, raise at the same time the im- 
portance of its members; that the confidence so created 


result; and that, while in the first instance it would 
apparently absorb unduly the services of the judges, it 
would, in the end, create a saving of labour, and materi- 
ally lighten the duties of the Court of Appeal. 





ARE WOMEN “MEN”? 


Tse annual meeting of the Women's Suffrage Asso- 
ciation, held last week, reminds us of a pamphlet, which 


movement, 
though the lawyers are not; that it is not St. Stephen’s 
that has shut its doors against women, but Westminster 
Hall ; and in fact that women are electors by the law of 
‘the land, and are disfranchised only by the casuistry of 
‘the courts. ; 

But for the fact that questions of this sort—questions 
which give rise to a kind of pclitical crusade among en- 
thusiastic adherents—sometimes throw very able minds off 
their balance, sofaras the particular question is concerned, 
‘we could hardly have supposed that any sensible man 
‘weuld waste time over the argument of so hopeless and 
futile a proposition as this. According to the author’s 
own dictum, we, a legal journal, written by lawyers for 
lawyers, cannot regard this as a question open for dis- 
cussion. In any practical sense of the word “law,’’ the 
law of England is determined by the tribunals. If the 
final tribunal, whatever that may be, in this particular 
case has declared the law to be such and such, for all 
practical purposes the law is 2s declared. If the argu- 
ment is intended to influence Parliament, it seems 
to be superflaous. Surely the right argument to pre- 
sent to Parliament is that the extension of the franchise 
is expedient. The cause is not advanced one whit, in any 
sensible man’s estimation, by the fact that ‘ Dame 
Derathie Packyngton (tenant in dower of the towne of 
Aylesburye) chose and appointed Thomas Lichfield and 
George Burden, Esquires, to be her burgesses of her said 
towne of Aylesburye.” We should think it very probable 
that there were instances in which women exercised, in 
former times, the right of returning members, but any 
one who has had any wide experience in legal matters of 
@ similar nature will at once feel the fallacy of en. 
deavouring to determine such a question by isolated 
authorities and precedents. We think it not unlikely 
that if any industrious person anxious to prove that it 
was still the legal right of a husband to sell his wife at 
Smithfield, were to search with sufficient diligence in the 
various year-books, and grand abridgmenta, and similar 
treasuries of obsolete learning, he would find instances 
for the purpose of supporting his theory. According to 
the kind of reasoning used by the author of this pamph- 
let, if amy one could find in Rolle’s Graunde Abrege- 
ment a case in which it was held that ‘‘ par coutume de 
London home poet vendre sa feme a Smith fielde,’ the uni- 
form practice of a great length of time to the contrary 
ought to be . Any one who has had occasion 
te go at all deeply into the historical origin, as it appears 
‘from ancient legal authorities, of many other political and 
social arrangements than those which govern the 


periods, seem to have existed with regard to various 
matters forming part of the political and social constitu- 
tion of the country. The result of this irregularity and 
uncertainty was that in various places customs sprang up 
differing from the common law; or perhaps in many cases 
it may be that the common law was a generalization from 
more or less divergent local practices effected bythe action 
of the law courts and other causes. Tio anyone who has 
sufficient experience of ancient precedents to appreciate 
the way in which, in our law, mos becomes lem, the 
reliance placed upon isolated instances of the sort above 
referred to by the author of this pamphlet must seem 
absurd when opposed to the uniformity of practice in all 
recent times. 


But the author of this pamphlet seems to be of 
opinion that, quite apart from the ancient practice, 
upon the construction of the Representation of the 
People Act, the Common Pleas ought to have held that 
women were entitled to be registered as voters. He relies 
on the change of language from “ male person ” used in 
the Reform Act to “man,” in the later Act, and also on the 
provision of the 13 & 14 Vict. c. 21, which provides that 
words importing the masculine gender shail include 
females unless the contrary as to gender is expressly pro- 
vided. The author says with regard to this latter pro- 
vision, in language of a bombastic character not very 
complimentary to the lawyers, “It permits no casuistic 
exception through which forensic ingenuity may carp its 
sinuous way.” This is intended to be very biting, but, 
for ourselves, we see little difficulty in carping our sinuous 
way through the supposed dilemma. Provisions of the 
nature alluded to are general provisions intended to 
obviate the necessity of specifying females in every sec- 
tion of particular enactments which are obviously ap- 
plicable and intended to apply to females as well as 
males. One would have thought the author could never 
have heard of the maxim “ generalia specialibus non 
derogant.’” Uniess such general enactments are read 
with regard to some such qualification the greatest ab- 
surdities might be produced. The author vehemently 
argues that the words of the Act necessarily exclude a 
mere implication to the contrary. The fallacy of this 
reasoning is too transparent to need much discussion. 
No such enactment can possibly be construed upon the 
bare phraseology without reference to the obvious inten- 
tion of the Legislature and the history of the law on the 
subject. The question whether there is an express 
provision to the contrary must depend on the circum- 
stances under which the words importing the masculine 
gender are used. To take an illustration, suppose 
an Act provided that boys under fourteen on being 
convicted of larceny might be ordered to be whipped or 
sent to a training ship. To follow out the author's train 
of reasoning, the word “boy” imports the masculine 
gender, and using the word “ express” in the sense for 
which he contends, there is no express provision that it 
shall not import the feminine gender. There is no in- 
herent impossibility in whipping a girl or sending her to 
a training-ship, So that, according to the argument out 
of which, according to the author, no forensic ingenuity 
can carp its sinuous way, a conclusion must follow 
which, having regard to the whole current of previous 
legislation and feeling in the one case, and to the usual 
avocations of the sexes in the other, is absurd. 

Again, with regard to the argument derived from the 
use of the word “man” in the Representation of the 
People Act, as contrasted with “ male person ” in the Re- 
form Act, can any rational person suppose, having regard 
to the universal practice existing at the time of the later 
Act, that the Legislature really intended by such 
language to introduce woman suffyage? The author of 
this pamphlet seriously contends that it did. He says, 
“It is a palpable inference incapable of avoidance that 
this marked deviation from the tetminology of the 
leading and principal Act had an object. And what 

other object could it be designed to secure than that 





franchise, must frequently have been at the 
dsregularity and ancertainty which, in more undeveloped 


for which I contend?” It is, no doubt, a rule of con- 
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-struction that the judge must not seek to ascertain the 
intention. of the Legislature by reference to what took 
place when an Act was passed. If it were admissible to 
-do 80, the, observation is obvious that no question of the 
-admission of women to; the franchise was'put forward 
when the Representation of the People Act was passed, 
But, in construing an Act, it is clear you may look 
to the.circumstances under which it was passed, and the 
existing state of the law. If the Legislature had meant 
to introduce such a change as this, it is absurd to 
«suppose they would not have done so in distinct terms. 








THE JUDICIAL STATISTICS. 


CRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS. 


“Tere is a small increase in the number of persons sent 


for trial in 1879 in England and Wales as- compared with 
the number in 1878. In 1879 the number was 16,388, 
and the increase’ was only 16. The number for 1879 
compared with that for the year 1875, which was the 
lowest in any one year for more than twenty years past, 
exhibits an increase of 1,674; but when compared with 
the average of the preceding five years, an increase of 
739. Under the class “Offences against the person,” 
the decrease in 1879 is 198. The number of commit- 


«ments for murder in 1879 was 60, of whom 34 were 


acquitted and 26 convicted. The number of commit- 


‘ments for murder was 1 more in 1879 than in 1878. 


There is an increase in the class of “ Offences against 
property with violence” amounting to 306. The com- 
mitments for burglary show an increase of 96, the 


‘numbers being 420 in 1879, and 324 in 1878. Commit- 


ments for receiving stolen goods numbered 524 in 1879, 
as against 480 in 1878. Of the 16,388 persons com- 
mitted for trial, we find that 6,853 were tried at county 
quarter sessions, 2,182 at Middlesex Sessions, 3,500 at 
borough sessions courts, 2,678 at the assizes, and 1,175 
at the Central Criminal Court. As a result of the pro- 
ceedings against these 16,388 persons, 3,835 were not 
prosecuted or no bill was found against them, or they 
were found not guilty on trial and were therefore 
acquitted and discharged, 9 were acquitted on the ground 
of insanity and 19 were found insane, 34 were sentenced 
to death, 1,502 to penal servitude, and 10,440 to im- 
prisonment; 195 were sent to reformatories, and 354 
were fined or discharged on bail; making a total of 
12,525 convictions. In 1878 the convictions numbered 
12,473 out of a total of 16,372 committed for trial. The 
proportion of those acquitted is 23'4 per cent. of the 
number committed, which is a very little below the 
average of the previous five years. ‘The number of 
persons sentenced to death in 1879 was 34; in 1878 


‘there were only 20 so sentenced. Those sentenced to 


penal servitude for life were 10 in 1879 and 14 in 1878. 
Of the 34 persons sentenced to death in 1879, 8 were 
females. Of these, 13 males and 3 females were exe- 
cuted. The remaining 18 sentences were commuted to 
terms of penal servitude and confinement, Of those 
commuted to penal servitude for life, 9 were males and 
4 females; there were 5 other cases—namely, 4 males 
to confinement in Broadmoor Criminal Lunatic Asylum 
during her Majesty's pleasure, and 1 female to one year's 


‘imprisonment with hard labour. 


Crown Cases REsErvep. 

During the year 1879 there were 19 cases reserved for 
the consideration of the Court of Criminal Appeal ; in 
16 of these cases the decision was affirmed, and in 3 
reversed. Fifteen cases were submitted for the decision 
of the court in 1878 (in one of which thirteen persons 
were concerned), as against 21 cases in 1877. 


Costs or Criminat Prosscvurions. 
* The returns given of the sums paid by her Majesty's 


“Treasury on account of criminal prosecutions being, as 





usual, a year in arrear, relate to the year ending the 31st 
of December, 1878. These show that the payments on 
account of criminal. prosecutions in 14,454 indictments 
amounted to $128,455 19s. 6d., or am average of 
£8 17s, 4d. each. The amount paid in respect of 14,501 
indictments in 1877 was £129,519 11s., being an average 
of £8 18s. 7d. each, so that the average cost. of 
each indictment was Ild. less than in 1877. The 
payments from the same source in respect of 21,103 
summary proceedings under the Criminal Justice and 
Juvenile Offenders Acts amounted to £19,744 ls. 2d., 
being an average of 18s. 8d. in each case. The amount 
so paid in respect of 19,827 summary proceedings in 
1877 was £18,468 Os. 2d., being an average of 18s. 7d. 
each. The total number of Mint cases prosecuted and 
concluded in the year 1879 was 210, and the total costs 
paid by the department of the Solicitor to the Treasury 
amounted to £1,227 14s. ld. The number of criminal 
cases other than Mint cases prosecuted upon indictment 
or otherwise, by the Solicitor of the Treasury, and 
brought to a conclusion within the year 1879, was 173, 
and the costs incurred in respect of the same amounted 
to £10,102 9s., In the previous year the number of 
Mint cases was 184, and the costs were £1,416 2s.; the 
number of other prosecutions was 134, the costs of which 
amounted to £10,807 19s. 1d. 


GoveRNMENT Local Prisons. 

Under the heading of Prisons it appears that, at the 
commencement of the Prison Act, 1877—namely, the 
Ist of April, 1878—there were 113 local prisons; that 
during the year ending the 31st of March, 1879, 45 local 
prisons were closed or abolished, leaving 68 still in 
operation. By the Prison Act, 1877, these prisons are 
now vested in the Secretary of State, who is thereby 
authorized to appoint commissioners, not exceeding five 
in number, to aid him in carrying into effect its pro- 
visions. From these returns it appears that there were 
during the year ending the 3lst of March, 1880, 192,235 
persons committed to prison, being 6,175 more than in 
the previous year. The following table shows the 
different classes committed, and the number under each 
class :— 

Remanded and discharged . - 11,533 
For trial at assizes and sessions - 14,262 
Convicted at assizes and sessions (not 

previously in custody) . . : 1,024 
Convicted summarily ‘ - 149,646 
Want of sureties . ° . . 2,701 
Debtors in civil process. ‘ = 7,771 
Military and naval offences . . 5,298 





192,235 


In the total number of persons re-committed there isa 
decrease of 629, or 0°9 per cent., as compared with the 
number for the previous year. Among the persons 
committed there were 69,237 who had been previously 
committed, 24,636 of whom had been previously com- 
mitted once, 11,350 twice, 6,820 thrice, 4,876 four times, 
3,208 five times, 4,623 six or seven times, 4,233 eight or 
nine times, and 9,491 above ten times. As isalways the 
case, by far the largest number of criminals committed 
to prison are between the ages of twenty-one and thirty. 
The proportion which the criminal under sixteen years 
of age committed to prison bears to the total number of 
criminals committed is 4°2 per cent. Of the total num- 
ber of criminals committed, 33°3 per cent. could neither 
read nor write; 63°0 per cent. could read, or read and 
write, imperfectly ; 3°2 per cent, could read and write 
well, and 0°2 per cent. had received superior instruction. 
The state of education of the remaining 0'3 per cent, 
could not be ascertained. 

In addition to the 192,235 prisoners, including crimi- 


‘ nals, debtors, and naval and military offenders com- 


mitted during the year, there were 19,168 in prison at 
the commencement of the year, and 8,179 were removed 
between local prisons, making a total of 219,582. Out 
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of this number 186,806 were discharged on termination 
of their sentence, others were removed to Government 
and other prisons, reformatory schools, and lunatic 
asylums; 2,006 were let out on bail, 6 escaped, 12 com- 
mitted suicide, 178 died, and 15 were executed. At the 
end of the year 18,979 remained in prison, of whom 298 
are classed as debtors. Those remaining at the end of 
the year were 189 less than at the end of the previous 
year. The greatest number of prisoners under confine- 
ment at one time was 24,107, and the daily average 
19,818. Prisoners committed to hard labour numbered 
134,199, showing an increase as compared with 1878 of 
7,573. The number of deaths in prison from natural 
causes was 178, showing an increase of 10. There were 
143,764 cases of slight indisposition, 4,407 infirmary 
cases, and 163 cases of insanity. In the total of these 
three items there is an increase of about 39,000 over the 
number of the previous year, and chiefly under the 
heading of “‘ Slight indisposition.” 

Punishments for infraction of prison discipline were 
inflicted in 49,684 cases, classified as follows :— 





Corporal punishment : ° . 121 
Punishment cells . ° ° ° 2,320 
Dietary punishment . . - 24,693 
Loss of stage or privilege . ° » 22,550 

49,684 


This number of punishments exhibits a decrease of 9,628 
as compared with the previous year. 


Prison EsTaBlisHMENTs. 


™ Officersof local prisonsnumbered 2,202, classified as fol- 
lows :—Governors and deputy governors, 88; chaplains 
and assistant chaplains, 97; surgeons and assistant 
surgeons, 72; clerks, schoolmasters, and schoolmistresses, 
205 ; matrons, 56; warders, 1,313 ; and other sub-officers, 
371. The total number gives an average of one officer to 
8°9 of the daily average of prisoners, being the same 
proportion as in the previous year. 


Cost or Locat Prisons. 


In the cost of local prison establishments the principal 
headings are for ‘‘ Cost of staff,’ £221,668 16s. 4d.; 
“Maintenance of prisoners,’ £164,742 16s. 7d.; and 
** Other expenses,”’ £36,437 16s. 11d. To these sums 
should be added £2,216 Os. 4d. for rates and contribu- 
tions in lien of rates paid by the Treasury, and £5,920, 
the value of the printing, books, and stationery supplied 
by the Stationery Office, bringing up the gross total of 
the cost of local prisons to £430,985 10s. 24. This sum 
does not include pensions to prison officers, which are 
payable partly by the prison authorities and partly by 
the - In 1877 the sum paid for pensions was 
£22,442 6s. 5d. Allowing for this, the cost shows an 
increase of £2,273 Os. 9d. on the cost of the previous year, 
and a decrease of £70,363 4s. 4d. from the cost of local 
prisons in 1876-7. The average charge per prisoner was 
£21 14s. 6d. During the last twelve years the highest 
average cost per prisoner was £27 8s. 4d., and the lowest 
£21 12s. 7d. 

The value of prisoners’ labour in al] local prisons was 
£151,931 ; in the previous year the value was £115,708, 


Convict Prisons. 

The returns relating to convict prisons, which are for 
the year ending the 31st of March, 1880, show that at 
the commencement of the year 10,354 persons were 
undergoing sentence, and that 1,740 were received during 
the year, making a total of 12,094. During the year 
7 were removed to county and borough prisons, 29 to 
lunatic asylums, 228 were discharged on termination of 
their sentence, 1,518 on licence, 9 on medical grounds, and 
38 on receiving a free pardon; besides these there were 
113 who died, and 5 who committed suicide, These 
make a total of 1,947, and leave 10,378 remaining in 
prison at the end of the year. Among the punishments 
awarded to convicts for prison offences, it appears that 








56 received corporal punishment, 192 were sent to pun-- 
ishment cells, and 11,816 were punished by reduction 
of diet, and 6,835 by loss of class. The establishments: 
of the convict prisons show a collective total of prison- 
officials of 1,731, consisting of 27 governors, deputy: 
governors, lady superintendents, and deputy supesin- 
tendents, 25 ministers of religion, 69 schoolmasters and 
mistresses, 21 medical officers, 11 stewards, 81 clerks, 
and 1,497 subordinate officers, servants, ard guards. 

The total cost of convict prisons during the year 
amounted to £357,126 19s. 6d., being an average of* 
£33 4s. 3d. per head, and an increase of 14s, 7d. as 
compared with the amount for the previous year. Convict 
labour for the year is valued at £214,583 2s, 2d., and 
the incidental receipts amounted to £1,470 14s, 5d., and 
deducting these amounts the net cost of convict prisons 
was £141,073 2s. 11d., and the net annual cost per 
prisoner £13 2s, 5d. In the previous year the net annual: 
cost per prisoner, after deductions, was £12 10s. 8d. 


RerormMatory ScHoo.s. 


In the whole of England and Wales there are 54 
reformatory schools to which, during the year 1878-9,. 
1,250 offenders were committed, being less by 334 than 
in the preceding year. At the commencement of the 
year the total number in reformatory schools was 4,883,,. 
and to this number we add the 1,250 committed during 
the year, 24 received from other schools, 10 from prison,. 
16 re-admitted after absconding, and 101 returned 
from licence or leave of absence ; making a total of 6,284, 
remaining in custody at the end of the year. These 
were dealt with as follows:—139 were discharged by 
order from the Secretary of State, 433 on completion of 
their term, 756 were permitted out on licence or leave 
of absence, 36 absconded and were not re-taken, 15 were 
committed to prison for refractory eonduct, 25 were. 
removed to other schools, and 42 died; making a total. 
of 1,446, and leaving 4,838 in detention at the end of. 
the year, or 45 more than at the commencement. Of: 
those committed during the year, 40°6 per cent. had been. 
previously committed, 478 could neither read nor write, 
672 could read or read and write imperfectly, 100 could 
read and write well, and none are classed under the 
heading “‘ Superior instruction.” 

The total amount payable by the Treasury on account. 
of reformatory schools for the year was £73,044 16s. 2d., 
being an increase upon the previous year of £293 0s. 6d. 
The amount recovered from parents was £6,306 8s, 4d., 
being an increase of £609 3s. 


CrminaL Lunatics. 


Criminal lunatics under detention in the several asy— 
lums, hospitals, and licensed houses, during the year,. 
numbered 851, of whom 528 were at Broadmoor State. 
Asylum, and 249 at county asylums, Under the Act of 
80 Vict. c. 12, pursuant to which criminal lunatics, whose 
term of punishment has expired, are not afterwards to be. 
considered as criminals, but are to be treated as pau 
lunatics, 99 lunatics ceased during the year to be considered. 
ascriminals, Of these 851 criminal lunatics it appears. 
that 670 were under detention at the commencement of 
the year, 177 were committed during the year and 4 
received from other asylums, 38 were discharged or 
removed, 4 escaped, 28 became sane, 4 were re- 
moved sane for trial or punishment, and 4 were: 
removed to other asylums, Deducting these and 
the 99 who ceased to be criminals, there were 674 re- 
maining at the end of the year. Ten years ago there were 
604, The total cost of criminal lunatics was £29,923, 
which was contributed as follows :—£2,587 out of county 
rates, £656 from borough funds, £0,376 from union or 
parish rates, £16,015 from the public revenues, and 
£1,289 from private funds. The average cost per head. 
of criminal lunatics at Broadmoor was £47 17s. 6d., as 
against £53 13s, 7d. in 1878, For the 47 county asy- 
lums the average cost per head for 1879 was £25 16s, 11d. 
as against £26 5s, 5d, in the preceding year. 
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REVIEWS. 


CRIMINAL LAW. 
A S§xerce or tHe Criminat Law. By W. Surmuzy 
Surepey, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons, 


Notwithstanding the publication of Mr. Justice 
Stephen’s ‘‘ Digest,” there is still an opening for a 
.portable, but compendious, Manual of Criminal Law for 
the use of students. The present work, however, appears 
from the preface to be designed less for the use of law 
students than for that of “every intelligent citizen.” 
The author appears to think that criminal law is a 
‘subject that should be learned very early in life, for he 
‘hopes “ that some of those excellent middle-class col- 
teges and grammar-schools which, moving with the 
‘times, have already done so much service by diverting 
attention from dead languages, decayed philosophies, 
vand other branches of useless learning, may take the 
‘matter up, and introduce the criminal law into their 


-curriculum.” We fear that the work is too much of a 


‘“ sketch” to be of great value to those students who 
-have got beyord the stage of the grammar-school, 
although the definitions of the various crimes appear to 
de, for the most part, accurately stated, and the work is 
written in an easy and pleasant style. In some cases, 
‘however, Mr. Shirley’s language is not very happily 
chosen. Thus, at p. 35, he states that “ involuntary 
‘manslaughter is committed by a person who, while doing 
an unlawful act not amounting to a felony, or by his 
_grossand wicked negligence, causes death.” The sug- 
gestion that negligent acts causing death cannot consti- 
tute manslaughter unless they are ‘‘ gross and wicked” 
is somewhat startling, but a few lines further on the 
definition seems to be modified, for we find it stated thaf, 
“as to manslaughter by negligence, it has been said that 
whatever constitutes murder, when done intentionally, 
constitutes manslaughter when done by culpable negli- 
gence.” No doubt the limits of the work render it im- 
“practicable to introduce all the necessary qualifications to 
the author’s general definitions and propositions. The 
fourth and most extensive part of the book, which is 
headed “‘ Practice,” is, perhaps, the most valuable part of 
the volume, though, unlike the first three parts, it appears 
4o err somewhat on the side of discursiveness, since it 
-comprises not only magisterial procedure and the forms 
of indictment, but also the rules of criminal evidence 
and questions as to the responsibility of children and 
emarried women. We may observe that, in dealing with 
the case of a witness upon whose conscience the presiding 
judge is satisfied that the taking of an oath would have 
no binding effect, Mr. Shirley states that ‘‘ such person 
‘may give evidence on his promising to tell the truth.” 
This statement of the practice would hardly lead the 
student to suppose that the 32 & 33 Vict. c. 68, s. 4, 
provides a special form of “ promise and declaration ” 
for such cases, while we cannot find any reference 
to the provision in section 20 of the Common Law Pro- 
cedure Act, 1854, for the making of an affirmation by a 
person who haa a conscientious objection to taking an 
oath. We are somewhat puzzled with the statement in 
the preface that the author has referred as frequently 
as possible to the cases reported “in the two volumes of 
Crown Cases Reserved, since those cases may well be 
considered the leading cases in criminal law.” If this 
refers to the volumes that are cited as L. R.1 0. C. R. 
and L. R. 20. 0. R., it is difficult to understand why 
the years 1865-75 should be taken to represent a 
specially-important epoch in the development of English 
<riminal law. 





PUBLIC WORSHIP. 
‘Tue Laws reLatine To Rericiovs Lisgsrry anp Pvstic 
Worsure. By Joun Junxins, Esq., Registrar of 
County Courts. Hodder & Stoughton. 
This is not, as the title might at the present time lead 





one to suppose, a treatise on the Public Worship Act or 
ecclesiastical law, but an outline of the law of charitable 
uses, and of the general law relating to the conveyance 
and enjoyment of public places for religious 
especially as applicable to Dissenting worship. This is 
prefaced by an historical sketch of the rise and 

of religious liberty in England, which does not fall 
within our province. The summary of the Charitable 
Uses Act and the amending Acts and decisions is conciseg: 
but fairly accurate, and the Acts relating to the protec- 
tion of public worship and the registration of Dissenting 
chapels are subsequently noticed. We would suggest 
that some information as to the decisions on the trust 
deeds of Dissenting chapels, and some observations as to 
the form of those deeds, would have been useful. Forms 
of trusts in Wesleyan, Congregational, Baptist, and 
Calvinistic Methodist chapel deeds are given. Two of 
these forms are, we observe, taken from the forms issued 
by chapel-building societies, and they will be useful for 
reference. Peto’s Act and other Acts are printed in full 
in the appendix. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


To CorrEsPoNDENTS.—W. G. W. and R. S. Next week. 


CONDITIONS OF SALE. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 

Sir,—A short time ago you published the last annual 
report of the Bristol Incorporated Law Society, and in 
some editorial remarks thereon drew attention to the 
part of the report setting out certain resolutions of the 
council, which they had passed and forwarded to the 
clerk to the sanitary authority, condemning the practice 
of the authority, on selling their surplus lands or salvages, 
of stipulating that their title be accepted without ques- 
tion or investigation, and that the purchaser is not to 
have any covenant for title or production of deeds; and 
stating the reply of the committee of the authority, “that 
no alteration be made in the conditions of sale.” 

Last week there was a sale by public auction here of 
twenty-eight lots of surplus lands by the local sanitary 
authority under conditions of sale two of which are 
appended at foot, and which conditions are, in the 
opinion of the Law Council here, and the profession 
generally, unusual and unfair, and such as to prohibit 
trustees from investing in either the purchase of property 
so sold, or the ground-rents created thereon, or to lend 
trust moneys thereon. 

The same sort of question has lately arisen at Sheffield 
under sales by the corporation there of surplus lands, aris- 
ing from their street improvements, but there the corpora- 
tion behaved in a far more liberal manner, for not only 
did their conditions of sale provide that “ the title shall 
commence with, and consist of, the deed of conveyance 
thereof to the vendors, and the production of a Queen's 
Printer’s copy of the Provisional Order and Act, together 
with the said deed of conveyance, shall be accepted as 
conclusive evidence of the title of the vendors,”’ but the 


r town clerk stated at the sale “ that if any purchaser had 


doubts as to title, the corporation were perfectly willing 
to give absolute covenants for title against all the world.” 
—([Shefield Daily Telegraph, Oct. 13, 1880.] 

The matter complained of appears to me to be of 
sufficient public and professional importance to justify 
me in addressing you upon it, Joun Minier. 

Bristol, Dec. 14. 


(The following are the conditions referred to :— 

“5, The vendors are the mayor, aldermen, and bur- 
gesses of the city of Bristol, being, by the council of the 
said city [sic], the urban sanitary authority for the dis- 
trict of the city and county of Bristol, and the property 
now offered for sale is part of the surplus portion of the 
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property acquired under statutory powers for the pur- 
poseof public improvements. The vendors stipulate 
that no purchaser shall call for any abstract or for the 
production of their title, or of any deeds or writings, 
or shall investigate or make any objection or requisition 
in respect of such title, or the liability or tenancy (if 
any) subject to which the lot is sold, or, as regards 
lot 18, the reservation of minerals, but each purchaser 
shall admit, asregards all the lots, that the vendors are 
seised of the property sold, subject as aforesaid, in fee 
simple in possession both at law and in equity free from 
incumbrances, and as regards all the lots, that they have 
power tosell the same subject to these conditions, and 
such purchaser shall require no recital in the conveyance 
thereof, whether on fee-farm rent or absolutely, as to 
such seisin or otherwise, or as to any other matter, and 
no purchaser shall make any requisition in respect of 
any statement contained in this condition, nor require 
any evidence in support of such statement. 

“9, The vendors will convey each lot with its legal 
and actual appurtenances only, without any general or 
other words, and they shall not be required to enter into 
any covenant for title or production of deeds or writings, 
except only a limited covenant that they have not done 
or knowingly suffered anything to incumber, nor shall 
they be required to hand over to the purchaser any deeds 
or writings whatsoever.” 











CASES OF THE WEEK. 


PracricE—Wnrit issveD ny Next Frienp—Soticrtor 
—InvaLiprry or Procrepines.—In a case of Wood v. 
Swann, before the Master of the Rolls on the 3rd of 
December, a motion was made that the writ and all sub- 
sequent proceedings in the action might be set aside, with 
costs against the person who had issued the writ. It ap- 
peared that the writ had been issued by a gentleman pur- 
porting to be the next friend of a married woman and who 
was not a solicitor. JesseL, M.R., said that he had consulted 
with the registrar, who, like himself, had never heard that 
anyone not a solicitor or a plaintiff in person could issue a 
writ. He therefore made the order asked for.—Soxicrror, G. 


Thompson. 








Proor m Baskrvprcy — Aecommovation Brit oy. 
Excuaxce—Deposir as Securiry.—In a case of Ex parte 
Newton, before the Court of Appeal, on the 9th inst., an 
important question arose as to the right of proof in bank- 
ruptcy in respect of an accommodation bill of exchange— 
viz., whether, when a bill bas been accepted for the accom- 
modstion of the drawer, and it has been deposited by the 
drawer es security fora sum lees than the amount of the 
bill, the bolder is entitled to prove in the bankruptcy of the 
aeceptor for the full amount of the bill, or only for the 
amount of the debt to secure which it was deposited with 
him. Strange to say, there seems to have been scarcely any 
authority wpon the point before tke present decision. In 
Cocke’s Bankrupt Law (8th ed.), p. 176, it is laid down 
that in such 2 case the holder can prove for the full amount 
of the bil), but that he cannot receive dividends in excess of 
the debt due to him by the drawer, the authority given for 
the statement being the case of Ex parte Bloxham (6 Ves, 
449, G00). It was in the first instance decided by Lord 
Reeslyn in Ez parte Blozham (5 Ves. 448), that the proof 
must be limited to the amount of the debt, but the right of 
prook was afterwards extended by Lord Eldon in the later 
came A Ez parte Llozham (6 Veo. 600). There is, however, a 
dictum A Meliiah, L.J., rather to the contrary effect in In 
ve Gomereall (2A W. &. 257, L. B. 1 Ch. D. 142), In the 

tease Bacon, C.J3., held that the right of proof was 
imited to the amount of the debt secured by the deposit. 
The sppeal was argued in June last before Baggallay, Cotton, 
an Lheiger, L.JJ., when the judgment of the court was 
reserves, and on the 9th inat., Cortos, L.J., delivered the 
judgment of bimecif and Bacoattar, LJ. (which, after the 
desth A Thesiger, LJ, the parties had agreed to accept), 
stating that he believed ‘Thesiger, L.J., w bave concurred 
in the decition. Theis lordships were of opinion that the 








holder of the bill was entitled to prove for the full amount 
of it, but that he could not receive dividends beyond the 
amount due to him by the drawer. It was conceded, his. 
lordship said, that, if the bill had been accepted for value, 


the holder would have been entitled to prove for the larger- 


amount, but it was urged that the fact of the acceptance 
teing for the accommodation of the drawer made a difference. 
It was said, and truly, that a man who had taken a bill 
from the drawer as security only would hold for the drawer 
any sum recovered from the acceptor beyond the amount due 
on his security, and that when the bill had been accepted for 
the accommodation of the drawer, the drawer would be liable 
to repay to the acceptor any part of the sum recovered from. 
him which might be handed to the drawer by the holder. 
But the acceptor had put it in the power of the drawer to 


make the bill in the hands of a holder for value available- 


against the acceptor for its full amount, and, although the 
holder might have taken the bill as security for a sum less 


than its amount, their lordships were of opinion that he was- 


entitled to make the bill available against the acceptor in the 
way which would best produce the sum due to him, and that, 
in the event of bankruptcy, he was entitled to prove against 
the acceptor’s estate for the full amount of the bill. It had 


been argued that, if the acceptor had not become bankrupt,. 


judgment in an action against him on the bill would have 
been confined to the amount due on the security thereof from 
the drawer. But, if the acceptor was solvent, a judgmens 


against him would realize the full amount for which it was. 


obtained, and, even if he was not solvent, the amount to be 
recovered on the judgment would, to an amount not exceeding 
the sum for which it was recovered, be limited only 
by the value of his estate which could be realized under 
the judgment. In case this was insufficient to pay the 
debt due to the holder of the bill, the amount which he 
would recover would not be increased by giving him judgment 


for a largersum. Lz parte Bloxham, if it was not an au-- 


thority in favour of the bill-holder (as their lordships 
thought it was), could not be regarded as an authority against 
him. —Souicrtors, Morley § Shirreff; Hughes, Hooker, & 
Co. ; Williamson, Hill, & Co. 





ComposITION—CREDITOR GMITTED FROM DEpTOR’s StatE- 


MENT OF AFFAIRS—APPLICATION AFTER REGISTRATION TO- 


apMIT Proor—Bankrurrcy Act, 1869, s. 126.—In a case 
of Ez parte Lacey,before the Court of Appeal on the 9th inst., 
the question arose whether after the registrationof composi- 
tion resolutions a creditor who was not named in the debtor’s 


statement of affairs, and who was, therefore, as is ex- 


pressly provided by section 126, not bound by the composi- 
tion, and who had not taken any part in the meetings of 
the creditors, could obtain from the court an order to 
admit a proof of his debt, and that the debtor should pay 


him the amount of the composition in respect of it, No- 


trustee had been appointed for the receipt and distribu- 
tion of the composition, and no security hud been given 
for its payment. Bacon, C.J., had made such an order 
on the application of an omitted creditor. And in sup- 
port of the order it was urged that, as was decided by the 


Lords Justices in Ex parte Carcw (23 W. R. 459, L. RB. 10- 


Ch. 308), the provision of section 126, that creditors 
who are omitted from the debtor’s statement are not 
bound by the composition, was inserted for the benefit 
of such creditors, and can be waived by them if they 
elect to take the benefit of the composition, which may 
in some cases be more advantageous to them than their 
original right to sue the debtor ; and it was suggested 
that a debtor might omit from his statement the names 
of creditors whom he did not wish to pay, and hand over 
all his assets to @ trustee for the payment of those creditors 
who were mentioned in his statement, and #0, when the 
omitted creditors exercised their right of suing him, 
there might be nothing left to pay them. The conrt 
(James, Corron, and Lusx, L.JJ,), however, held that, 
on the registration of the resolutions, the composition pro- 
ceedings came to an end, and that after that the court hed 
no power to interfere, except in the mode pointed out by 
section 126—that is, by enforcing the provisions of the com- 
position upon the motion of any person interested. ‘The 
section provided for the correction of any mistake made 


inadvertently by a debtor in the statement of bis debts, with, 


the consent of a general meeting of his creditors, and, if there 


was 4 fraudulent omission, a sufficient remedy was given to- 
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the omitted creditor by the power given to the court by the 
last: clause of section 126 to adjudge the debtor a bankrupt, if 
it should appear that the composition could not proceed with- 
out injustice or undue delay to the creditors. The court had 


. © no jurisdiction after the registration of the resolutions to 


personal demand of a creditor against the 
debtor, there being no assetsto administer. The observations 
of Mellish, L.J., in Ex parte Carew: must be read with 
reference to the facts of the particular case, which were very 
different from those of the present case. ‘There the debtor 
had mentioned in his statement of affairs a disputed claim 
against him for an alleged breach of trust, which was the 
subject of a pending chancery suit, and a fund had been 
placed in the hands of a trustee sufficient to pay the 
composition to all the creditors, including the estimated 
amount of the claim in the chancery suit. And all that the 
court did was to refuse an application by the debtor, made 
after the composition had been paid, to all the creditors but 
the claimant in the chancery suit (which suit was still 
pending), that the trustee should hand over to the debtor the 
balance remaining in his hands. And the observations of 
Lord Hatherley and Lord Blackburn in Breslauer v. Brown 
(26 W. R. 536, L. R. 3 App. Cas. 672) were to be explained 
in the same way, that is, as recoguizing the right of an 
omitted creditor to apply to the Court of Bankruptcy for 
payment of the composition only during the pendency of the 
composition proceedings, which, in an ordinary case, 
meant before the registration of the resolutions. Leave 
to appeal tothe House of Lords was refused.—SoLicrrors, 
John Evans § Peacock ; G. Rose Innes, § Son. 





Dezstor’s Summons—JourispicTion oF Covrt—Resip- 
ENCE—CARRYING ON Bvsiness— Bankruptcy Rvw 
1870, mn. 17.—In a case of Hx parte Breull, before the 
Court of Appeal on the 9th inst., a question arose with 
regard to the jurisdiction of the Court of Bankruptcy to 
issue a debtor's summons. Rule 17 of the Bankruptcy 
Rules of 1870 provides that “a debtor’s summons may be 
granted by the London Bankruptcy Court, if the debtor 
resides or carries on business within the district of that 
court.” A debtor's summons was issued out of the London 
court against a person who was a clerk in a bank in the 
city of London, but who lived in one of the suburbs outside 
the district of the London court. The debt claimed had 
been contracted in the city. The debtor was described in 
the summons only by the address of the office ot the bank, 
and the summons was served upon him there. Mr. Registrar 
Murray dismissed the summons as irregular, on the ground 
that the debtor did not reside within the district of the 
London court. The Court of Appeal (James, Corton, and 
Lusu, L,JJ.) held that the summons had been properly 
issued, on the ground that the debtor carried on business in 
the city of London. The object and intent of the rule, they 
said, was that the proceedings on the summons should take 
place in what might be called the debtor’s natural forwm, and 
a man might properly be said to carry on business at the 
place where he was occupied in an employment which was 
the business of his life. It was not necessary that he should 
be carrying on business as a principal. James, L.J., was 
also of opinion that the London court had jurisdiction, on 
the ground that the debtor might be fairly said to reside 
where he was to be found daily.—Soxrcrrors, W. W. 
Wynne & Son; F. Clift, 





Comrany—Winpina ur—Skcurgsp Crepitor—Execv- 
TION LEVIED AFTER PaesENTATION Or WiNnpDING-UP PrTI- 
TION—JupicatuRe Act, 1875, s 10—Banxruprey Act, 
1869, s. 87,-—The important question of the construction of 
section 10 of the Judicature Act, 1875, upon which we 
commented last week (anée, p. 111), came at length to be 
decided by the Court of Appeal, on the 13th inst., in a case 
of In ve The Withernsea Brick Works, the result being the 
affirmance of the view which we ventured to suggest of 
the proper construction of the sevtion, and the overruling of 
the decision of Jessel, M.R., in In re Printing and Numerical 
Registering Company (26 W, R. 627, L, R. 8 Ch, D, 535). 
The facts were shortly these :—A judgment creditor for a 
sum exceeding £50 issued exeoution against the com- 
pany, and the sheriff seized their goods, Refore a sale had 


n effected, the company presented a winding-up potition, 
An order was thon pare rs A action, reatrainiug theereditor 
until further order from ing to enforce bis 





judgment, and the sheriff thereupon withdrew from possession. 
A winding-up order was made, and the j 
creditor’ applied in the besa, up for leave to proceed 
with his execution. Malins, V.C., was of opinion that 
section 10 of the Judicature Act, 1875, did no& 
operate to render section 87 of the Raeeeey a 
applicable to the winding up of a company, he 
the liquidator to pay the amount due in respect of 
a out of the first assets which should come to 
. This decision was affirmed by the Court. of 
(James, Cotron, and Lusx, L.JJ.). James, LJ., 
opinion that the only object of section 10 was to introduce 
into the administration of the assets of a deceased person and 
the liquidation of a company the same rule, as between 
secured and unsecured creditors, as that which had 
vailed in the administration in bankruptcy, and the 
of the view of the Master of the Rolls was in supposing that, 
because in bankruptcy a security was avoided under certain 
circumstances, the same result was intended to follow in the 
administration of assets and in a winding up. Section 10 
contained no words avoiding any security. Section 87 dealt: 
with the question what constituted the fund to be ad- 
ministered, not with the administration of the fund, and its 
provisions could no more be imported by means of section 
10 into a winding up than could the bankruptcy law as to 
fraudulent preference, or order and disposition. When the 
Aet was passed there were different rules of administration in 
chancery and bankruptcy with regard to secured creditors, 
and the object of section 10 was to alter that, and make the 
rule the same in both jurisdictions. Corros, L.J., said that 
the liquidator was seeking by his appeal, not to administer 
the assets of the company, but to bring into the assets that 
which, independently of section 87 of the Bankruptcy Act, 
orsome other statutory enactment, would not be assets of 
the company at al!. If the Master of the Rolls’ view of 
section 10 was right, it would follow that the discretion 
given to the court by section 87 of the Companies Act, 1862, 
to allow a judgment creditor of a company to proceed to en- 
force his judgment, after the making of a a 
order, had been taken away altogether. And section 
of the Bankruptcy Act did not purport to interfere with 
the rights of secured and un: creditors inter se, ex+ 
cept in so far as its effect was to bring into the assets 
of the company something which would not otherwise 
belong to them. In his lordship’s opinion, on the fair 
construction of section 10, its effect was to alter the 
rule of administration, not to alter the pro which 
was to be administered. Lusx, L.J., said that sec- 
tion 87 of the Bankruptcy Act was partof the Bankraptcy 
Code, and applied to a bankrupt trader ; it hadnothing to 
do with a company in liquidation. A a order of 
itself put a stop to all proceedings against company, 
thongh the Companies Act gavethecourtadi jonary power 
to allow the proceedings to goon. And the object of sec- 
tion 10 of the Judicature Act was to govern the administra- 
tion of assets. Its whole object was that, when a secured 
creditor made a claim against the assets of a company in 
liquidation, he should be in the same position as a 
creditor who was making a claim against the assets of a 
bankrupt. Inthe present case, the creditor was making no 
claim to share in the assets of the company ; he was 
claiming the benefit of his security, and the court 
give him leave to realize it.—Sonicrrors, Weed & Waite > 
Collyer-Bristow §¢ Co, 
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Costs — Taxation — Prepucrron or Documsyts— Ra- 
FRESHERS TO Counssi—Drscretion oF Taxrve Mastsr— 
In a case of Brown v. Sewell, before the Court ef Appeal on 
the 15th inst., some im nt questions arese as to the 
taxation of costs. The first question was whether when a 
judge's order is made in an action in the Chancery Divi 

or the production of documents at the offiee of the producing 
party's solicitor, that party, if ultimately successfal in the 
action, is entitled, as between party and party, to his saliciter's 
costs of the production, and whether under the same ciroum- 
stances the successful party is entitled to his own costs of 
inspecting the documents of his adversary. Tn the present 
case the taxing master had given the defeadant (the euccess- 
ful party) costs of production under both the a heada, 
and Bacon, V.C., had declined to interfere with his decision, 
The Court of Appeal (Jxssen, M.R., and Correos and Less, 
LJ.) held that the taxing master was wrong on beth 
points, Jxaser, M.R., said that under the eld practice ip 
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the Court of Chancery the strict rule was that the inspecting 
party was entitled to have the documents of which produc- 
tion was ordered deposited at the Record and Writ Clerks’ 
Office, and it was a matter of indulgence and convenience to 
the producing party to allow the documents to be produced 
at the office of his own solicitor. There would have been no 
costs of production at the Record and Writ Clerks’ Office, 
and it was well settled in the Court of Chancery that the 
producing party could not make his opponent pay more 
costs for his own convenience. There was no reason for 
altering this rule now. But in consequence of the transfer 
of the Record and Writ Clerks’ Office to the Central Office 
of the Royal some new rule might be required 
in order to make the practice uniform in all the divisions. 
Before that trausfer there was no office of the 
common law masters at which documents could be 
deposited for production. 
production was given to the common law courts, 
it could only be exercised by ordering production at the 
office of the producing party’s solicitor. It might well be 
said then that, the production ac the solicitor’s office being 
@ matter of right, not of favour, the costs of production 
onght to be allowed. And it appeared by a note from 
Master Dodgson that such had been the practice in the 
common law divisions. Under the Judicature Act there 
was power to order prodaction in the country, and it was 
deserving of consideration whether for the future prodac- 
tion should not be at the district registry or at the Central 
Office. His lordship did not, however, decide this point 
now. As tothe inspecting party’s costs of inspection, the 
practice in chancery was quite settled that he could not 
get them from his adversary. Corroy, L.J., said 
there was nothing in the Judicature Act or Rales 
to alter this, and there was no reason foraltering it. Lusu, 
L.J., said it was most desirable that there should be uni- 
formity of practice in all the divisions. 

Another point was as to the allowance of refreshers to 
counsel ‘The trial of the action commenced about 
twelve o'clock on one day, and it was concladed 
about eleven o'clock on the following day. The taxing 
master allowed refreshers, and Bacon, V.C., declined to 
alter his decision. The Court of Appeal held that re- 
freshers ought not to be allowed. Jesser, M.R., said 
that he understood the practice of common law with 
regard to refreshers, as he had stated in Harrison v, Wear- 
ing (27 W. R. 526, L. R. 11 Ch. D. 206), to have been 
settled many years ago by the Court of Queen’s Bench, and 
the Court of Common Pleas adhered to it in the year 
1874—viz., that, when a case occupied more than one day— 
which meant more than the time of one day, for it 
might occupy parts of two days making less than a 
whole day—then the taxing master had a discretion to allow 
refreshers. But, when the case occupied less than the 
time of one day, the taxing master could not allow 
refreshers—he had no discretion. In the present case, 
the taxing master had acted under a mistake of fact in 

ing the refreshers. Corron, L.J., said that the 
practice of allowing refreshers had been adopted from the 
common law divisions into the Chancery Division, and the 
rule of the common law divisions ought to be followed. 

A third point arose thus :—The Queen’s Counsel who 
for the defendant on the trial died before the case 
d om appeal, and on the appeal another Queen’s 
was retained. Under these circumstances a larger 
paid to the Qucen’s Counsel on the appeal than had 
is predecessor on the a yy andy hd 

proportionately increased, The taxi 
these increased fees. Bacon, V.C., affir 
the Court of Appeal refused to disturb it. 
said that no doubt in the Chancery Division 
on an were generally the same as 
hearing. But the rule was a most valuable 
would not interfere with the decision of 
in a question of amount, unless there had 
this was not #0, a large part of 
High Court and of the Court of 
= 4 sestions of a And, 
, the taxing masters in the Chancery Div were, 

#0) , and better qualified to 
of than the j themselves, 

i the circumstances afforded no reason 

for increasing, the fee of the junior on the » . Bat, bya 
domg-ustlea practice, there wee « well-known re 
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between the fees of the leader and the junior, and there was 
no d for interfering with the taxing master’s decision. 





Company—Notice To LiquipaTors NoT To PAY Divi- 
DENDS To Directors—Set-orF—RicHtT oF ACTION—JURIS- 
DICTION oF CoURT TO ADVISE LiquiDATORS—SERVICE OF 
Noricr or Morron—Compantes Act, 1862, 8. 138—Costs— 
Rutes or Court, 1875—Orp. 55, zn. 1—In a case of Re 
Standard Discount Corporation (Limited), before the Master 
of the Rolls on the 10th inst.,a motion was made that it 
might be determined by the court whether the liquidators of 
the company were justified, notwithstanding the threats and 
opposition of one Argles, a member of the company, in paying 
the late directors of the company their proportion of the 
surplus assets now in course of distribution, or whether such 
surplus assets should be held over, pending proceedings by the 
said Argles. The motion was made under section 138 of the 
Companies Act, in consequence of certain letters of Mr. 
Argles, requiring the liquidators not to pay the late directors 
of the company any portion of the assets until he had had an 
opportunity of bringing certain claims against them in the 
winding up, which would, as he alleged, result in large sums 
being found due from them. The liquidators had declined to 
take any proceedings, Mr. Argles required to inspect the 
books by an accountant, whish had been refused. Objections 
on his part were now taken to the motion on the grounds that 
the court had no jurisdiction to interfere, and that the motion 
should have been made ex parte, so as not to cause Mr, Argles 
to pay the costs, and also on the merits. JEssEL, M.R., said 
that the question raised by the motion was as to the payment 
of a dividend out of the assets, and he was clearly of opinion 
that it was properly within the 138th section, and that he had 
jurisdiction to determine the question. As to whether the 
motion ought to have been served on anyone, he was of 
i peste that in all cases the court must decide the question 
of parties, and, indeed, the liquidators might have first come 
to the court and asked who ought to be served on the motion, 
In his opinion it wus proper in the present case to have 
served Mr, Argles, as he would not be bound by the decision 
in his absence. The liquidators would most naturally wish 
to bind him, as he said that if they paid this dividend he 
should hold them personally responsible. The case was within 
the principle of those cases where persons made a claim to 
trust fands in the hands of trustees, and the trustees brought 
an action to determine tke rights, making the different 
claimants parties. He could see no difference between the 
case of liquidators and any other trustees, except that this 
question was raised by motion instead of by action. In the 
present case one of the shareholders said the liquidators had 
no right to pay certain dividends, and the liquidators were 
entitled to come to the court and ask if they were justified in 
paying them. On the question of jurisdiction as to giving 
the liquidators the costs, he was clearly of opinion he had a 
discretionary power of dealing with them under rule 1 of order 
55 of the Rules of 1875. On the merits, what Mr. Argles 
alleged was that the directors had speculated with the funds of 
the company, and were liable to pay large sums to the com- 
pany. Mr. Argles thought he could prove this if allowed 
inspection of the books. On the other hand, the liquidators 
said the only transaction of the sort could not be impeached, 
and that they did not intend to take any proceedings. Then 
Mr. Argles wanted to have the books seen by an accountant, 
which had been declined. All that was beside the present 
question, which was as to the payment of a dividend, and if 
any discovery was r there was another way in which, if 
necessary, it could be obtained, In his opinion, however, the 
fact of the claim was no reason for stopping the payment of 
the dividend, as even if there was a claim against the 
directors, there would be no right of set-off, and therefore he 
saw no reason for staying the payment of these sums to them. 
Het ht on the facts that Mr. Argles had acted most un- 
reasonably, and therefore he should order him to pay the costs 
of the motion, and should declure the liquidators entitled to 
pay the dividends.—Soxicrrons, L. 8. B. Rawlins ; Argles, 
Land-Bailey, & Argles. - 


Company—W invinG up—Horpre or Finw Potioy—Fine 
Avren WinDING Ur-—Pnoor--Comvanies Act 1862, #, 158— 
Rue 26, Oxpwns, Novemuun, 1862—Jupicatunw Act, 1875, 
#.10—Banxrurrcy Act, 1869, 6. 31—Ruie 67, BanknurToy 
Ruies, 1870—~Foum 32 or Banxuurroy Forms, 1870,—In 
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‘acase of Re Northern Countics Fire Insurance Company, 
"before the Master of the Rolls on the 13th inst., an applica- 
tion was made in the winding up of the company for leave 
to prove for the full amount of a fire policy. The amount 
of the policy was £500, and the policy was current at the 
date of the winding up, which on the 13th of Decem- 
ber, 1879. The fire on the applicant’s premises took place on 
the 22nd of January, 1880, and claims were required to be 
sent in by the 10th of ys 1880. The applicant relied cn 
Re Trent and Humber pany (L. R. 6 Eq. 396), and on the 
fact that there was nothing in the Companies Act, 1862, or in 
gule 25 of the Orders of November, 1862, to take away 
their right of proof, For the official liquidator it was sub- 
mitted that under rule 25 the policy-holder could only prove 
for the amount due at the time of the winding up, which 
would be for the return of his premium or a proportionate 
part of it, and further that under section 10 of the Judicature 
Act, 1870, and section 31 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, the 
creditor could not prove for more than the amount of his 
debt which he could swear was bond fide due at the time of 
the winding up, according to rule 67 of the Bankruptcy 
Rules, 1870, and form 32 of the Bankruptey Forms of 1870. 
JeEsseL, M.R., said that even if the rules in bankruptcy 
applied to this case, which would seem to be doubtful, having 
regard to the decision of the Appeal Court that day of Re 

ithernsea Brick Works, he did not think that the affidavit 
required to be sworn in support of the debt would prevent the 
applicant from proving his debt, as such affidavit must of 
course be subject to adaptation according to the circum- 
stances of the particular case. The difficulties in the way of 
holding that the proof was inadmissible were extraordinary. 
No doubt where a claim was contingent a man might treat 
the bankruptcy as a breach of the contract at his election; but 
there had been no election in this case, and, in his opinion, 
the proof would be admissible under the Bankruptcy Act, 
1869. If the proof depended on the Companies Act of 
1862, he should come to the same conclusion. Section 158 
did not deal with the proof of any ordinary debt, and rule 25 
of the Orders of November, 1862, only referred to the proof 
of claims coming within the 158th section. Even if this 
was a debt not proveable under the 158th section, it was still 
proveable under the general law, as there was nothing in that 
section to take away a right of proof. Moreover, in his 
opinion, the case of In re Trent and Humber Company (L. R, 
6 Eq. 396), strongly bore out the above view, and therefore, 
on every ground, he thought the applicant was entitled to 
prove for the full amount of the policy, and he should ac- 
cordingly make a declaration to that effect.—SoLicirors, 
Gatcliff § Howse ; Clarke, Rawlins, § Clarke, 





Venpor AND PurcHaser—ComPutsory PuRCHASE BY 
Raitway Company — Burtping Lanp —“MrNes AND 
Minerats ”—Rattway Cravses Act, 1845, s. 77.—In the 
case of In re The Metropolitan District Railway Company 
and Cotton's Trustees, before Hall, V.C., on the 11th inst., the 
trustees were owners in fee of certain lands at Fulham, which 
intil lately have been used for grazing and horticultural 
purposes. In 1878 and 1879, the company, acting under the 
powers of their special Act, served the trustees with notices to 
treat for some six acres of their land. By agreement the 
question of compensation for the land taken and damage by 
severance was referred to a well-known valuer as aole 
arbitrator, He gave his award for a sum which amounted to 
about £2,000 per acre, upon evidence which valued the 
property as being, as in fact it was, of great prospective value 
as building land. No mention of mines or minerals was made 
upon the negotiations or before the arbitrator. The company, 
ia taking the conveyance, insiated upon their right to have 
the words “including mines and minerals in and under”’ (the 
property) included in the gonealn, their reason being that, 
although there were probably no minerals strictly so called, 
yet there were gravel and brick-carth, and a reservation by 
the vendors of the right to break or undermine the surface to 
obtain these would be quite incompatible with the aser of 
the land for building purposes. The 77th section of the Rail- 
ways Clauses Act, 1845, provides that “the company shall 
not be entitled to any . . . minerals under any land 
F sapieonceay by thom, except only such parts thereof as shall 

necessary to be dug or carried away or used in the conetruc- 
tion of the works, unless the samo shall have been expresal 
ey ae and all such minerals, excopting as aforesaid, shall 
“be deemed to bo excepted out of the conveyance of such lands 
anless they shall have been expressly named and conveyed 





thereby.” The company contended that, inasmuch as the 
whole assessment went upon the assumption of the property 
being building land, and as no land the minerals whereof 
were reserved could be utilized for building, the vendors 
must be taken to have expressly included the mines and 
minerals in the sale, and they took out a summons under the 
Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874, to obtain a declaration 
that they were entitled to have the words in dispute included 
in the conveyance. The summons was adjourned into court 
for argument, but Haxx, V.C., dismissed it with costs, saying 
that, in the face of the precise language of the Act of Parlia- 
ment, and the fact that the minerals were not mentioned at 
the arbitration, there was nothing to entitle the company 
to the relief claimed.—Souicrrors, Barter § Co.; 4. F. § 
R. W. Tweedie. 





CASES BEFORE THE BANKRUPTCY 
REGISTRARS. 
(Before Mr. Recistrar Hazuirr acting as Chief Judge.) 
Dec. 7.—Re Kraft. 

New first meeting of creditors allowed where a creditor, who has 
verbally undertaken to become trustee, afterwards declines to 
act. 

This was an application for leave to convene a new first 
meeting of creditors under an adjudication against J. M. 
Kraft. 

J. Gatey, in support of the application. 

It appeared that after the adjudication had been made the 
debtor applied to G. A. Smith, one of his creditors, to ascer- 
tain if he would become trustee. He said he was quite 
willing to do so, and at the first meeting the creditors 
a resolution by which they appointed Smith trustee. Smith 
was then asked to sign the resolution in order that it might 
be registered, but he said that before doing so he preferred to 
consult his solicitor upon the subject. His solicitor sub- 
sequently advised him not to incur the risk and responsibility 
of becoming trustee, and he then declined to sign the resolu- 
tion ; and in the result registration of the resolution had been 
refused. 

Mr. Recisrrar Haztirr.—Is the omission to sign the 
only reason for refusing registration ? 

Gatey said that was so. 

Mr. Registrar Hazwitr gave leave, under the circum- 
stances, to summon a new first meeting of creditors. 


Solicitors, J. d E. Scott. 





= = 


OBITUARY. 


MR. ELLIOTT SQUARE. 


Mr. Elliott Square, solicitor, of Plymouth, died from the 
effects of a street accident onthe 12th inst. On Saturday, 
the 11th inst., he was standing in conversation witha frieed, 
when he was startled by the approach of a runaway horse 
and cab. He turned suddenly round, when the shaft of the 
vehicle penetrated his eye, causing injuries to his brain, from 
the effects of which he died on the following day. The de- 
ceased was the son of Mr. Joseph Square, solicitor, a 
of Plymouth, and he was born in 18a], He was artic 
to Messrs. Rooker, Lavers, Matthews, & Kelly, of Ply- 
mouth, and he was admitted a solicitor in 1866. Be had prac- 
tised at Plymouth for about twelve years, and, though com- 

tively a young man, had succeeded in acquiring a good 

usiness, He had a considerable practice in the Stonehouse 

County Court, He was a perpetual commissioner for Devoa- 
shire and Cornwall, and was depaty-coroner for the — 
Plymouth, and secretary and solicitor to the local Com 
for the Protection of Public Rights of Way, He was aa ad- 
herent of the Liberal party, and a leading member af the 
local Masonic body. Mr, Square leaves a widow and five 
children. His death has caused general at Plymouth. 
The Western Morning News thus speaks a the deceased -— 
“Aga ional man Mr, Square had won a high and 
well-deserved reputation, and death has out short what 
promised to be a long career of increasing usefulness.” 
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LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Joseru Binney, solicitor (of the firm of Binney, Sons, 
& Wilson), of Sheffield, has been elected Clerk of the Peace 
= a borough. Mr. Binney was admitted a solicitor in 


Mr. Henry Homewoop Crawrorp, solicitor (of the firm 
of Chorley, Crawford, & Chester), of 34, Moorgate-street, 
has been appointed by Alderman Sir Francis Truscott to be 
Ward Clerk of Dowgate Ward, in succession to Mr. Henry 
Law, deceased. Mr. Crawford was admitted a solicitor in 
1872. He is solicitor to the Vintners’ Company, and he has 
served the office of under-sheriff of London and Middlesex 
three times. Mr. Crawford is one of her Majesty’s lieu- 
tenants for the city of London, and also a Land Tax Com- 
missioner. 

Mr. Rosert Evans, solicitor, of Ashton-under-Lyne, has 
been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for Lancashire and 
Cheshire for taking the Acknowledgments of Deeds by 
Married Women. 


Mr. James GREENHALGH, solicitor, of Bolton, has been 
elected: President of the Bolton Incorporated Law Society. 
Mr. Greenhalgh is an ex-mayor, alderman, and a magistrate 
for Bolton, and clerk to the Horwich Local Board. He was 
admitted a solicitor in 1846, and he is in partnership with 
Mr. William Walter Cannon, clerk of the peace for Bolton. 

Mr. Georce Wacstarre Hopckrinson, solicitor, town 
clerk of Rotherham (of the firm of Hodgkinson & Pashley, 
Rotherham), has been appointed a Commissioner for taking 
Acknowledgments of Marrie! Women. 

Mr. Cuarntes Mossor, solicitor, of 46, Cannon-street, 
London, has been appointed a Commissioner to take the 
Acknowleigments of Married Women. 

Mr. Joseru A. Puriirson, solicitor, of 65, Pilgrim-street, 
Newcastle-npon-Tyne, has been appointed a Perpetual Com- 
missioner for taking the Acknowledgments of Married Women 
in and for the Town and County of the Town of Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne and County of Northumberland. 

Mr. Ricnarp Henry Puarter, solicitor, of No. 15, Golden- 
square, and Hornsey, N., has been appointed a Commissioner 
to take Acknowledgments of Married Women for the 
Counties of Middlesex and Surrey, and also for the Cities of 
London and Westminster. 

Mr. Georce Jounx Ropertson, solicitor (of the firm of 
Robertson & Maule), of Bath, has been appointed Registrar 
of the Bath County Court (Circuit No. 52), in succession to 
Mr. Edward George Smith, deceased. Mr. Robertson was 
admitted a solicitor in 1851. 

Mr. Cuarces Tanner Kinopon Roprerts, ‘solicitor (of 
the firm of Roberts & Son), of Exeter, has been appointed a 
Perpetual Commissioner for Devonshire and the City of 
Exeter for taking the Acknowledgments of Deeds by Married 
Women. 

Mr. Georce Henry Eptery Ronpiez, solicitor, of 
Devonport, has been appointed Clerk to the County Magis- 
trates at Stonehouse. Mr. Rundle was admitted asolicitcr in 
1841, and he is clerk of the peace for the borough of Devon- 
port. 

Mr. James Searte, solicitor, of Exeter and Crediton, 
has been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for Devonshire 
and the City of Exeter for taking the Acknowledgments of 
Deeds by Married Women. 

Mr. James Wixson, solicitor, of Wigan, has been appointed 
a Perpetual Commi-sioner for Lancashire for taking the Ac- 
knowledgments of Deeds by Married Women. 





DISSOLUTION OF PARTNERSHIP. 


Heser Lusoox Rirer and James Coox, solicitors, 8, 
Hardshaw-street, St. Helen's, and 41, Legh-street, Earles- 


[Gazette, Dec. 3, 1880.] 








On Tuesday week, the period for depositing plans at the 
Private Bill Office of the House of Commons, in connection 
with the Private Bi'l legislation of next session, expired. Last 
yer the total nomber of plans deposited was 213; this year 
the number is 245. 





COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Jornt Stock CoMPANIEs. 
Lrrrep in CHANCERY, 

Lonpon Foon Srorss, Liurrep.—Petition for winding up, presented 
Dec 8, directed to be heard before the M.R., on Dec 18, Lowless 
and Co, Martin’s lane, Cannon st, solicitors for the petitioner 

Osszrn Tannine Company, Limrrep.—Creditors are uired, on 
or before Jan 3, to send their names and addresses and the par- 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to Cape, Old Jewry. Jan 13 at.12 

is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and 


¢ 
[ Gazette, Dec. 10.] 
Unumitep i CHANCERY. 

Oxprretp Roap Loan Socrery.—Poetition for winding up, ntek 
Dec 9, directed to be heard before the M.R, on Dec 18. Pritchard 
and Go, Painters Hall, Little Trinity lane, for Leigh, Manchester, 
solicitor for the petitioner 

[ Gazette, Dec. 10. | 


Fatsnpty Socreties Dissouvep, 


Buiytn Aupion Frrenpiy Society, Star and Garter Hotel, Blyth, 
Northumberland. Dec3 
3 [ Gazette, Dec. 10.] 





SOCIETIES. 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of 
this association was held at the Law Institution, Chancery- 
lane, London, on Wednesday, December 8, Mr. P.8Rickman 
(deputy-vhsirman) in the chair, the other directors present 
being Messrs, Asker (Norwich), Brook, Hedger, Mellersh 
(Godalming), Paterson, Pennington, Roscoe, Rose, Smith, 
Walters, and Woolbert; Mr. Eiffe {(secretary). Grants of 
relief were distributed, amounting in the whole to £205. 
Nine new members were admitted to the association, and 
other general business was transacted. 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Honovrs ExamtnaTIoN, 
November, 1880. 

At the examination for honours of candidates for admission 
on the roll of solicitors of the Supreme Court, the examina- 
tion committee recommended the following gentlemen as. 
being entitled to honorary distinction :— 


First Class, 
[In order of merit. ] 

Alfred Edward James, B.A., who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. E. W. & W. B. James, of London. 

Frederick William Roe Rycroft, who served his clerkship 
to Messrs. Preston & Young, of Manchester ; and Mr. Jno. 
Leigh, of Manchester. 

Chamberlain Mole, who served his clerkship to Mr. John 
Merrick Head, of Reigate; and Mr. Henry Tyrrell, of 
London, 

Arthur Leslie Crockford, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Johnson, Barclay, & Johnson, of Birmingham; and 
Messrs. Burton, Yeates, & Hart, of London, 

George Lissant Collins, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
T. & T. Martin, of Liverpool. 

James Frederick Burton, who served hia clerkship to- 
Messrs. Murray, Hutchins, & Stirling, of London; and 
Mesers. Burton, Yeates, & Hart, of London, 


Second Class, 
[In alphabetical order. ] 
Arthur Balkwill, who served his clerkship to Messrs 
Allan & Davies, of Newcastle upon-Tyne, 
Walter Creighton Bell, who served his clerkship to 
Mesara. Leitch, Dodd, & Bramwell, of North Shields. 
Charles Frederick Booth, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs, Levett & Champney,of Hall ; and Messrs. Collyer- 
Bristow, Withers, & Russell, of London, 
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Booth, who served his clerkship to Mr. Francis 
Jubb, of Halifax. 

John Cameron, who served his clerkship to Mr. Henry 
Cairncross Dancan, of Liverpool ; Messrs. Hill & Dickinson, 
of Liverpool ; and Messrs. Gregory, Rowcliffes, & Rawle, of 
London. 

Eustace William Cattle, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Haigh & Son, of Selby; and Messrs. Layton & 
Jaques, of London. 

ames Henry Havelock Clark, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Ransom & Nelson, of Sunderland; and Messrs. 
Paterson, Snow, & Bloxam, of London, 

Henry Cromwell, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Swinburne & Mills, of London. 

Charles Alfred Emerson, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Stokes, Saunders, & Stokes, of London. 

Samuel Jeavons, who served his clerkship to Mr. Stephen 
Hart Jackson, of Ulverston ; and Messrs. Tahourdins & Har- 
greaves, of London. 

_ William Maylett, who served his clerkship to Mr. William 
Nichols Marcy, of Worcester. 

Aubrey Frederick Willoughby, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. H. C. Nisbet, Rooke, & Daw, of London. 

John Charles Wilson, who served his clerkship to Mr. John 
Clayton, of Manchester, and Ashton-under-Lyne. 


Third Class. 
[In alphabetical order. ] 

Thomas Hammersley Bayley, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Neve & Rutter, of Wolverhampton; and Messrs. 
Ullithorne, Currey, & Villiers, of London. 

Thomas Catterall, who served his clerkship to Mr. William 
Lees, of Wigan. 

Edgar Fred Cross, who served his clerkship to Mr. Edmund 
Warriner, of London. 

George Davison, who served his clerkship to Mr. George 
Maw, jun., of Bishop Auckland. 

William Henry Makin Draper, who served his clerkship 
to Messrs. H. W. Collins, Robinson, Collins, & Driffield, of 
Liverpool. 

John Cross Eccles, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Henry Forsham & Hawkins, of Liverpool. 

James Minter Fiegg, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
Harry William Christmas, of London. 

William Charles Flegg, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
William Martin Flegg, of London. 

Alfred James Harman, who served his clerkship to Mr, 
William Pinkney, of Sunderland; and Mr. Robert George 
Chipperfield, of London. 

Charles Deane Heaton, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
Richard Heaton, of Burslem; and Messrs. Ridsdale, Crad- 
dock, & Ridsdale, of London. 

George James Holme, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Robinson, Sons, & Gill, of Blackburn; and Mr. William 
Turner, of Newcastle-under-Lyme. 

Frank Howard, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Taylor, Mason, & Taylor, of London. 

Arthur Perkins James, who served his clerkship to 
Mesars. James & Co., of Merthyr Tydvil ; and Mr. Isaac 

is Wrentmore, of London. 

Arthur Walker Nicholson, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Middlemiss & Pearce, of Hull. 

Frederic Charles White, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
Charles Edward Rowoliffe, of Stogumber, deceased ; Mr. 
Edwin Hellard, of Stogumber ; and Messrs, Gregory, 
Rowoliffes, & Rawle, of London. ; 

Frederick Bradbury Winter, who served his clerkship to 
Messra, Winter & Co., of London. 

The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have ac- 
cordingly given class certificates and awarded the following 
prizes of books :— 

To Mr. James, the prize of the Honorable Society of 
Clement’s-inn. Value ten guineas, 

To Mr. Rycroft, the prize of the Honorable Society of 
Clifford’s-inn. Valne five guineas. 

To Mr. Mole, the prize of the Honorable Sooiety of 
New-inn, Value five guineas. 

To Mr. Crockford, Mr. Collins, and Mr. Barton, prizes 
of the Incorporated Law Sooiety, Value five guineas each. 
The council have given olags certificates to the candi- 

os in the second and third classes, 
The number of candidates examined was ninety-seven. 


~~ 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


The weekly meeting of this society was held at the Law- 
Institution on the 7th inst., Mr. G. H. Bower in the chair. 
Messrs, W. F. Beddoes and W. F. Barry were 
members of the society. Mr. Van Sommer brought forward a 
series of motions relative tothe appointment of a reporter 
to the society, which were, after some di ion, carried, . 
and Mr. E, G. Spiers was subsequently, by resolution,. 
appointed to fill that office. 

The weekly meeting of this society was held on the 14th 
inst. at the Law Institution, in conjanction with the United 
Law Students’ Society, Mr. E.G. Spiers in the chair. 
The subject for discussion was “ That both economical and 
social reasons render requisite a change in the system of 
land tenure in England, and that mo change can be con- 
sidered satisfactory which does not embody the abolition of 
the law of primogeniture and of settlement.” The debate 
was opened on behalf of the United Law Students’ Society by 
Mr. B, T, Bartrum, who was‘followed by Mr. E. F. Spence 
in support of the motion, which was opposed on behalf of 
the Law Students’ Debating Society by Mr. J. Nichollsand 
Mr. C.E. Barry. The following gentlemen also.addressed the 
society :—Mr. Maclaren, Mr. Owen, and Mr. Robinson in 
favour of, and Mr. Van Sommer, Mr. Edlin, and Mr. 
Collyer against, the motion. Mr. Bartrum replied, and on 
the motion being put to the meeting it was carried by 
a majority of one—there being fifteen votes for.and fourteen 
votes against the motion. There was a large attendance of 
members of both societies. 





MANCHESTER LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


The fifth meeting of the society for the present session 
was held last night (Tuesday) at the Law Library, Croas- 
street, when the chair was taken by Edwin Jones, Esq., 
barrister-at-law. Messrs, J. H. Payne and Rowbottom were- 
elected ordinary members of the society. Mr. F. W. Roe 
Rycroft, lately articled with John Leigh, Esq., solicitor of 
this city, to whom has just been awarded by the Incorporated 
Law Society the Cliffords’-inn Prize, and a first-class certifi-- 
cate in connection with his final examination, received 
quite an ovation on entering the room, and to him and to 
Mr. J.C. Wilson, also lately a member of the society, who- 
has gained a second-class honours certificate at the same 
examination, the congratulations of the society were voted. 
The subject for the evening’s debate was as follows :— 
“ John Thompson, who has carried on business in Manchester 
as a merchant in his own name, sells the stock and goodwill 
of his business to William Smith. He recommences the 
same business in Manchester under the same style, and 
deals, though not upon his own or his servants’ private 
or special solicitation, with certain of his old customers. Is 
he restrainable from so doing?” The hon. secretary (Mr. 
Butcher) opened in the affirmative, and was foll by 
Messrs. Winser and Schofield on the same side, whilst 
Messrs. Hislop, Read, and Cleworth supported the negative. 
The following gentlemen also took part in the debate: 
Measrs. Norton, Lowndes, Rycroft, Hardman, Rayner, aad 
Innes. Mr. Butcher replied and the chairman sammed up, 
leaning in favour of the affirmative, but upon a vote being. 
taken that contention was negatived. A vote of thanks to 
the chairman concluded the meeting. 








A correspondent of the City Press complains of the- 
waste of time at the Mansion House. He says, “ Profes- 
sionally I have been in the court since the opening at twelve, 
and here we are at three o'clock waiting for something, bat 
no one appears to know what, The alderman is uot on the 
bench, the clerk's chair is vacant ; bat here we are waiting. 
What with the adjournments and other inconveniences, pro- 
fessional men will soon have to bid adieu to the Mansion 
House." 


A correspondent of the Z'imes says that in a recentissae of 
& local newspaper (the Clare Independent) he found the follow. 
ing:—“ At a numerously attended meeting of the Clooney 
Branch League, Mr. J. Culligan in the chair, it was unani- 
mously agreed by resolution that Mr. J. Molony, solicitor, be 
* Boycotted,’ and that the peasantry shan his for hav- 
ing lent his professional services to issue writs on tenants of 
Maghera,” - 
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CREDITORS’ CLAIMS, 


“CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY, 
LAST DAY OF PROOF, 


Anum, Jvtivs, Giessen, Germany. Jan 17, Adrian v Bojanowski, 
V.C. Hall. Fielder and Sumner, Godliman st, Doctors’ commons 
Rook, geo jun, Seaford, Contractor. jan 15. Denham v 
C. Hall. Brown and Sons, Finsbury pl 
Fm dy pes Middle Temple, Senienhas Lear. Mar 15. David- 
son v Davidson, M.R. Davidson and Morriss, Queen Victoria st 
Dicas, Wiiir1aM, Garrick st, Covent Garden, Wine Merchant. Jan 
7. Bignell vy Moir, M.R. Hicks, Wellington st, Strand 
/FREAKLEY, CHARLES, aces Stone, Stafford, Farmer. Jan 31. 
Nevitt v Mountford, V.C. Hall. Blakiston, Stafford 
"Mrttarp, Joserpx SEwett, Hornsey, Lime Merchant. Dec 29, 
uv Jeram, V.C. Hall. Jeram, Manning st, Southwark 
Movntrorp, WiiL1aM, Stafford, Gent. Jan3l. Nevitt vy Mount- 
ford, V.C. Hall, Blakiston, Stafford 
(Gazette, Dec. 7.] 


Annas, Joun Coops, Blaby Hall, Leicester, Esq. Jan 7. Everard 
en, M.R. Place, Leicester 

Biseas, an Ellesmere rd, Victoria ik, one Jan ill. Batten 
v Batten, V.C, Malins, Webb, Austin 

OvaRxe, ioen, Aylesbeare, Devon, Jan 15. lene v Clarke, V.C. 

1. Brown, Exeter 

Cox, Writ1im, Crewe, Chester, Ginger Beer Manufacturer. Jan 7. 
Donkin v Cox, M.R. Pointon, Crewe 

Fay, Rossert, Awebridge, Mitchelmersh, Southampton. Jan 18, 
Carter v Fay, V.C. Malins. Mortimer, Romse; 

Laz, Linran ApELarpE (known as Miss Neilson), Park lane. Jan 10 
Glyn v Lewis, Lewis and Lewis, Ely pl, Holborn 

“MILEs, ELizaBErH, Dawlish, Devon. Jan 7. ——— v Square, 
V.C. Hall. Halse and Co, ‘ola Burlington st, Regent st 

Morris, Joun, Oakham, Esq. Jan6. Royce v Morris, V.C. Hall. 
Adam and Son, Oakham 

Puiiex, Danret, Dorking, Surrey, Builder, Jan 7. Taylor v 
Alloway, M.R. Morrison, Reigate 

Smepiey, Jonny Toomas MarspzEy, Matlock, Derby, Esq. Jan 10, 

medley v Hunter, V.C. ins. Tweedie, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Witxrsoy, Joun "SHELDON, St James’s pl, St James’s, Civil 
Engineer. Jan 6. Maples vy Wilkinson. Y.C. Bacon, Tweedie, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

[ Gazette, Dec. 10.] 





“CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 25. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 

Apams, Francis, Bristol, Esq. Feb12. Fry and Co, Bristol 

Ayre, JOHN, York, Ironfounder. Jan 15. Mann and Son, York 

“Bett, THOMAS FotHerizy, Kingston-upon-Hull, Shipowner. Jan 
; * Martinson, Hull 

Burcu, Wri11uM, Stretham, Cambridge, Farmer. Jan 18. Archer 
and Son, Ely 

Boosrzr, Hewry, Farringdon st, Bookseller. Dec 30. Saxelby 
and Faulkner, [ronmonger-lane 

—— Epwarp MorGan LizwetiyN, Melcombe pl, Dorset sq, 


hitect. Jans. Tilleard and Co, Old Jewry 
Hamittox, Hon. Rozsert, St. Andrew, Jamaica, March 1. 
Tilleard and Co. Old Jewry 
Hvttrox, Ricnarp, Watford, Hertford, Gent. Jan 12. Rowell, 
Rickmansworth 
March 1, Tilleard 


= a. —, St. Aromant, Dominica, 
ewry 
Jacos, 4 ee Starry, Kent. Jan 11. Mercer and Co, Deal 
Janv's, 5 Tenneta Mason st, Southwark, Currier. Jan 31. Hinckley 
ichfie! 
Jaxvis, Tuomas, Burton- ~ aaa -Trent, Brewer’s Labourer. Jan 31. 
kley and Co, Lichfield 

aS Gzorez WILLIAM, Newport, Monmouth, Shipbroker. Jan 
15. Pain and Son, Newport 

Lameezrt, Joszrn, Great Dunmow, Essex, Miller. Dec 30. Wade 
and Co, Great Dunmow 

Mayirxe, Epwarp HayGcartn, Sunderland, Surgeon. Jan 1. 
Wright, Sunderland 

Oettvy, Mary Ramsay, Grove rd, St. John’s Wood, Jan1, Angell 

0, Gres! 


st 
Prtiey, Joun Epwarp, Old Charlton, Kent, Navy Lieutenant, Jan 
Marsden and Wilson, Old Cavendish st 
Raxsox, ve Roztwsoy, Beverley, York, Tailor. Jan 20, 
a 
— Josrrua Mary, College p!, Brighton. Dec 30, Vincent, 
Bouma, GrorGr, ion Lodge, Upper Teddington, Gent. Dec 265, 
Witt, Chancery la 
Burrs, Epwaxp Hewsr, Hanley, Barrister-at-law. Jan 1, Iliffe 


and Co, Bedford row 
Susraup, Joun, Alne, York, Farmer. Jan 15. Phillips, York 
Jan 31. Barnes and 


Suita, Axtuce Waxxey, Lichfield, Brewer. 
Russe d 
Dec 25, 


li, Lichfiel 
ng 
-Srocueery, James, Buckingham, out of business. Jan1. French, 


Greancz, Evizasetn, Worthing, Sussex. Verrall, 
Worthi 

Tomitsson, Grorer, Lichfield, Yeoman. Jan 31. Hinckley and 
Co, Lichfield 


Texxes, Mantua, Newport, Monmouth. Jan 31, Sheppard, 
FF move Reetwatp Ropert, Stony Stratford, ne 


tt-law. Janl0, Davidson and Co, ons oe ad 


an 1, 


Watson, Bosweit, Welton, Northampton, Grazier, 
Daventry 

Weitex, Euua, Gadbrook, nr Leigh’s, Surrey, 
Staple inn 


Jan 1, Salon 








oo Cru Doves, Holland rd, Kensington. Jan 8. Carter, 


row : 

Wrttramsoy, Henry, Orrell, Lancaster, Farmer. Jan 15. Brabner 
and Court, Liverpool 

Witson, Jonny, Francis st, Tottenham Court rd, Butcher. Dec 30, 


Ho 
Wooutey, ag Kings Bromley, Stafford, Farmer, Jan 31, 
Hinckley and Co, Lichfield 
(Gazette, Dec. 3.] 
Busieny, Coartes Epwarp, Worcester, Surgeon. Jan 26. Pidcock 


and Sons, Worcester 

CxHarxEs, Epwarp, Goytroy, Monmouth, Farmer. Jan8, Edwards 
and Son, Pont; 1 

Cxuirp, Henry Hatt, Stockton-on-Tees, Gent. Jan 10. Draper, 
Stockton-on-Tees 

Dzienton, Jonn, York, Cork Merchant. Jan15, Phillips. York 

FARNFIELD, GEORGE JAmss, Woolwich, Gent. Jan 20, Farnfield, 
Lower Thames st ; 

Fincn, Exiza, Homefield rd, Wimbledon, Jan 1. Dixon and Co, 
Bedford row 


GerrRarp, CHariEs, Runcorn, Chester, Printer. Jan 1, Linaker, 
Runcorn 

Gopson, Jonny Winterton, Hook Norton, Oxford, Farmer. Jan19, 
Rawlinson, Chipping Norton 


HarpuamM, Wit1iam, Worthing, Sussex, Confectioner. Jan 8, 
Verrall, Worthin; 

HaRpine, Samvuet Turrigy, Chester. Solicitor. Feb 1. Hardings 
and Co, Manchester 

HemminG, Rev. Groras, Little Parndon, Essex. Jan 21. Paine 
and Co, Old Broad st : 

Jarvis, RicHarD, Mason st, Southwark, Currier, Jan 31, Hinckley 
and Co, Lichfield 

Jarvis, THOMAS, yh lei aaae Brewer’s Labourer. Jan 31, 
Hinckley and Co, Lichfield 

Lewis, Morris, Tyndall pl, Islington, Wine Merchant. Jan 14, 
Montagu, Bucklersbury 

Macxkret1, Wii114m, Sturminster Marshall, Dorset, Gent. Jan1l, 
Marshfield and Hutchings, Wareham 

MontaGur, Mary Ann, Hastings, Hotel Keeper. Jan3. Austen 

Mees, Tomas, Tredegar, Monmouth, Mason. Dec 24. Morgan, 

Dec 27. Stone, Liverpool 


1 
Feb 5, 


PreppgEr, Mary, Hayton, Lancaster. 

RarcuirFe, JoHN, Ovenden, Halifax, Worsted Spinner. 
Longbottom. Halifax 

Supron, WitLiam, Stockton-on-Tees. Jan 10. Draper, Stockton- 


on-Tees 

Taytor, Samvet, Manningham, York, Common Brewer. Jan 14, 
Taylor and Co, Bradford 

Tart, Ameria Cooper, Southsea, Southampton. Jan 10. Milne 
and Co, Harcourt bldgs, Temple 

Tomurnson, GeorGk, Lichfield, Yeoman. Jan 31. Hinckley and 
Co, Lichfield 

Trex, JoserH, Bishop’s Stortford, Coach Builder. Jan 14, Baker 
and Thorneycroft, Bishop’s Stortford 

Waker, Emma, Wolverhampton. March 1, Riley, Wolverhampton 

Wuirz, as Brighton, Carpenter. Dec 15, Penfold and Co, 


Brighton 

Witcock, THomas, Cadishead, Lancaster, Jan 10, Makinson and 
Co, Manchester 

Wiwiams, Rev. Jamzs, St Giles, Camberwell, Jan 8. Baker and 


Nairne, Crosby sq 

Witt1ams, Tomas, Pendleton, Lancaster, Skein Dyer, 
Howarth, Manchester 

Woou.zy, THomas, Kings Bromley, Stafford, Farmer. Jan 31, 
Hinckley and Co, Lichfield 


Jan 12. 


[ Gazette, Dec. 7.] 

Atten, Wittram, Hartpury, Gloucester, Farmer. Jan 21, 
Bonnor, Gloucester 

as ped Mary Any, Sunderland. Dec 20. Smith, Pancras 
ane 

Beprorp, Witt1am, Whitfield st, Licensed Appraiser. Dec 20, 
Shiers, Burleigh st. Strand 

Boor, Cuaruxes, [Wimborne Minster, Dorset, Gent. Jan 8% 
Tanner, Wimborne Minster 

Bryant, pAuUE nee, Somerset, Surgeon. Jan 20, 

risto 

Buivsz, Any, ’Strete Ralegh, Whimple, Devon. Feb 10, Phillpotts, 

Old sq, Lincoln’s inn 


Cuampgrs, Harriet, Nottingham, Spinster. Feb 20, Parsons 
and Son, Nottingham 

Caizns, Ropert Donaup, Bombay, East Indies, Agent to the 
Oriental Bank Corporation. Jan 10, Hutchins, Birchin lane 

age Jonny, Purbrook Park, Hants, Esq. Feb 7. Walters 
and Co, New sq, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Downs, Henny, ar 9g eoe Southampton, Land Agent, Jan 
31. Lamb and Brooks, Basingstoke 

WittiaM SANDERS, Stratford-upon-Avon, Furniture 

er. Jan 21, Slatter and Co, Stratford-upon-Avon 

Goopwiy, Bunsamin, oe Norris, Lancaster; Gent. Jan 9 
Chapman and Co, Mancheste 

Haves, Evtzapura, Old Charlton, Kent. Jan 10. Devonshire, 
Frederick’s pl, Old Je 

all, Norfolk, Bart. Feb7. Walters and 


Hane, Sir ‘THomas, Stow 
Co, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 
Hu, George, East Retford, Nottingham, Gent. Jan 1, Marshall, 
Kast Retford 
Jan 29. Best and 


toe, ag Jamus, Gorphwysfa, Carnarvon, Esq. Jan 165, 
Burton and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Isaac, MattTHEW "Henny, Bristol, Grocer., Jan 31, Miller, Bristol 

JARVIS Feenane, | Mason at, Southwark, Gurrier, Jan 31, Hinckley 


and Co, Lichfield 
Janvis, THomas, Burton- vapon Sree, Brewer’s Labourer, Jan 31, 
Southall, Worces- 


Fincugr, 
Deal 


a Euizanetn Gopwiy Winchester, 
cotne hester : 


Hinckley and Go, Lichfiel 
sam Moszs, Worcester, Ironmonger, Jan 31, 














nckley 
fan 31, 
an 14, 
Jan 1, 
isten 
organ, 
ol 

feb 5, 
okton- 
an 14, 
Milne 
y and 
Baker 


npton 
a Co, 


2 and 
r and 
in 12, 
n 31, 
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a Chester, Farmer. Jan 20. Green and 
wack ura, Epwarp, Fawley ct, Bucks, Esq. Feb 1. Pemberton 
ivi 
Mary, W11114Mm, Gloucester, Gent. Jan 10. Bretherton and Son, 
KHAM, JoHN, Sherwood st. Bromley-by-Bow, Gent. Dec 31. 
Pauminson. Stratfo rd yi 


Mipvieton, THomas, Earlstown, ——— haa Butcher. Jan 17, 
Gartside and Robinson, Ashton -under-L; 
> Grack, Kingston-upon-Hull, Ay “oh, England and Co, 
cong Sage Sangin, Store Keeper. Jan 29. Hickman 
on, Sou 
PAINTER,  eaaae ath Lambeth rd, Jan 21, Clabon, Great 
Feb 20. Field and Sons, 


George st 
pel Tuomas, Birmingham, Gent. 


ey Gzore@R, Liverpool, Jan8. Priest, Liv: i 

Pornor, Joszrx, Cannock, Stafford, out of business. Jan 31. 
Marlow and Potter, Bridge st, Walsall 

Rush, Wi111aM, Norwood green, Southhall, Gent. Jan 10. 
Williams and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Samson, ALEXANDER, Kingstone, Somerset, Yeoman. Jan 22, 
Poole, South Petherton 

Scurr, Gkorex, Winterborne St. Martin, Dorset, Common Brewer. 

— 15. — and pa ene non ,* 7 5 

VENSON, JOHN Barr, Dolcorsllwyn, Montgome ‘armer. Jan 

31. Rowlands, Machynlleth sociales 

Taytor, Tom, Lavender > Wandsworth, Esq. Feb 8, Walker 
and Mewburn- ‘Walker, Furnival’s inn 


papper Gores, Lichfield, Yeoman, Jan 31. Hinckley and 

‘0, Lich: 

Rteone, Rev. Cornetivs Earpivs, Rusholme, nr Manchester, Jan 
Farrington and Crofton, hester 


5. 

Wercn, Rev. Atpan Henry Daxw, Southbrook st, Hammersmith. 
Jan 20. Ticehurst and Sons, Cheltenham 

Wooutarp, Mary, Berners st, Oxford st, Jan 24, Kinsey and Ade, 


Bloomsbury ie 
Woo.try, Tuomas, Kings Bromley, Stafford, Farmer, Jan 31. 
Hinckley and Co, ‘Lichfield 


[ Gazette, Dec. 10.] 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date. go Pg ga hd THS V.C. Matins, 
pontoy, Dec. 20Mr. Jackson Mr. Leach Mr. Ward 
Tuesday...... 21 Cobby Latham Pemberton 
Wednesday.... 22 Jackson Leach Ward 
Thursday .... 23 Cobby Latham Pemberton 
¥.0.Bacom, V.0.Har, Mr. Justice 
Monday, Dec. 20Mr. King Mr, Koe Mr. Farrer 
Tuesday ...... 21 Merivale Clowes Teesdale 
Wodnesday.... 22 King Koe Farrer 
Thursday .... 23  Merivale Clowes Teesdale 


The Christmas Vacation will commence on Friday, the 24th 
day of December, and terminate on Thursday, the 6th day of 
January, 1881, both days inclusive. 





WINTER ASSIZES. 


The Lord Chancellor has appointed Mr. Alfred Wills, 
Q.C., of the North-Eastern Circuit, a commissioner for the 
ensuing winter assizes, and, as at present arranged, he 
will accompany Mr. Justice Williams on the Oxford Circuit. 
The following dates have been fixed forthe assizes on the 
North-Eastern Circuit (Lush, L.J., and Manisty, J.)\—New- 
castle, Tuesday, January 11; Durbam, Tuesday, January 
18; York, Tuesday, January 25; Leeds, Monday, January 
31. 

Mr. Justice Stephen will accompany Mr. Justice Field on 
the Northern Circuit instead of a commissioner as formerly 
settled ; and it is understood that Mr. Justice Stephen’s place 
on the South Wales Circuit will be allotted to a commis- 
sioner. The following are the days fixed for holding the 
assizes on the Western Circuit (Baggallay, L.J., and Lo 
J.) :—Devizes, Tuesday, January 11; Winchester, Friday, 
January 14; Dorchester, Thuraday, January 20; Exeter, 
Saturday, Januar 22; Bodmin, Friday, Januar 28; Taun- 
ton, Tuesday, den 1; Bristol, Saturday, ebrua ry 5. 


ey 


JUDGES’ CHAMBERS, 
Mr. Baron Pollock will attend chambers on the following 
days after the present Michaelmas Sittings :—The 22nd, 
28rd, 28th, and Slt inst., and the 5th and 11th of January. 





The summonses, therefore, in the judge's ~ and return-- 
able on the days after-mentioned, will stand adjourned as 
under, of which the applicants are to give 5 rosoable writen 

notice to respondents :—The summonses in the Ist for for 
December 29 and 30 will stand adjourned till the 31st inst. ; - 
those in the list for January 1, 3, and 4 till the 5th; and 
ee for the 6th, 7th, 8th, and 10th until the - 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
Dec. 21.—Messrs. bia Butt, & Coopzr, at the Mart, 
at 1 p.m., Freehold Property, Reversions, &c. (see advertise- - 
ment, Dec. 11, p. 3). 








BIRTHS, “2,9 AND DEATHS. 


ASHWELL.—Dec. 14, at 1, Meant I Piecnt, Newcastle, Stafford-- 
shire, the wife of Jobn B. Ashwell, solicitor, § toke-upon— 
Trent, of a daughter. 

OpceERs.—Dee. 14, at Savile House, Fitzjohn’s avenue, Hamp-- 
stead, the wife of W. Blake ——  emearratieo of a son. - 


MARRIA( 

Grippy—Prers.—Nov. 4, at pn Cape Town, Shep- 
stone Giddy, barrister-at-law, to Jessio Anna Presgrave, 
daughter of Charles Piers, J.P., Civil Commissioner of the 
Cape District. 


BsnNnE1T.—Dec, 7, at Sadhesaranto’ Ipswich, Garrod Ben-- 
nett, solicitor, aged 33. 
Brown.—Dec. 13, at Bournemouth, Francis Whyborough . 
Brown, of Leeds, ” solicitor, aged 31. 
Mites bein, scant tn feign elit Sop 
re, barris law, late one j 
Court of New Zealand. a 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Lg tg a 
Friar, Dec. 10, 
Under the Bankruptcy yes 1869. 
Creditors must at 9 their oe eet S of debts to the Registrar. 
London. 
Cusine, eee mse poe 8 gate, South i Keele, Lodging- 
Proprietress. Pet Dec 7. ——— .» Jan lat ll 
Whitwerth, ward, Elm pk, Brixton Pet Dec 3. Pepys. Dec 
22 at 
To Surrender in the Coun‘ 


try. 
Caldecott, F J P , Clifton, Bristol. Pet Dec 8. Harley. Bristol, 


Dec 22 at 2 
Cobb, Michaei Miles, Stowmarket, —_ Innkeeper. Pet Dec 6; 
Collins. Bury St Edmunds, Dec 22 
Cooke, Herbert, Wood Ditton, Cambridge, Innkeeper. Pet Dec 8 
Eaden. Cambridge, Dec 29 at 1.30 
Cross, Charles, Ellesmere, a, Miller. Pet Dec 23. Vaughan- 
Williams. Wrexham, Dec 23 at 12 
, Fletcher, Donnington le Heath, rey Grocer. Pet Dec 
5. Hubbersty. Burton on Trent, Dec 22 at 1 
Eccles, J: ——S Stockton aan out of business. Pet Dec 3. Crosby. 
Stockton on Tees, Dec 22 at 2.30 
Smith, Joseph Amos, Rockley, Sa, Nottingham, Miller. Pet 
Dec 7. Uppleby. Lincoln, Dec 22 at 1 
Tusspay, Dec. 14, 1880, 
Under the Bankruptoy Act, 1869. 
To Surrender in London, 
Davis, Charles, Giltspur st. Manager to a Carrier. Pet Dec 10. 
Pepys. Jan 14 at 11.30 
 , —_—* Gt St Helens, Bishopsgate st. Pet Dec 10. Pepys. 
‘an 12 at 1 
To Surrender in the Country. 
eet a * amet Hastings. Pet Dec 10. Young. Hastings, 


Bs aay Ae , Sheffield, Fish and Game Salesman, Pet Dec 10. 


rs. & heffield, Dee: 30 at 11 
Moore, William, Leeds, Solicitor. Pet Dec 8, Marshall, Leeds, Jan 


12 at 11 
—. William wag \ : oes Accountart, Pet Dec 9, Lloyd. 
armarthen, 
Trenerry, Thomas T, Devoran Cornwall, Miller, Pet Dec 11. Chil- 
cott. Truro, Dec 29 . 
Wilson, Robert Can ;, Berwick upon Tweed, Iron. 
founder. Pet Dec 9. Daggett. Newcastle, Dec 30 at 11 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 

Farpay, Dec. 10, 1880, 
Boyle, William, York, Joiner. Dec 7 

TvEspay, Dec, 14, 1880 
Castledine, Edward Gillead, and Percival ES J ee 

Edmunds, Agricultural Implement Dealers. Dee 1 

Elderkin, Thomas, Houghton Mill, Northampton, Miller. Dec 1 
Tibbit, James, Jun, St Peter's rd, Kingsland, Builder. Dee 3 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
hint Wee, Concent Hea Laundryman. 
dams, Henry, Copenhagen st, Barnsbury, Islington, ny 
Dec 23 at 19 at offices of Richardson, Broad Bivad st buildings 
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i Thomas, Milnsbridge, York, Plumber. Dec23 at 11 at.offices: 

of Wels ay st Huddersfield 

Anderson, Margaret, Liscard, Chester, Beerseller. Dec 30 at 2 at 
offices of Wilson and Co, Lord st, Liverpool 

Armitage, Thomas ‘Taylor, Jun, Honley Moor, nr Huddersfield, 

eee: Dec 29 at 4 atoffices of Rideal, Chronicle chambers, 

PE een Samuel, Birmingham, Machinist. Dec 21 at 11 at offices 
of Peet, Newhall ‘chambers, Newhall st, Birmingham 

Bagley, Benjamin, Sedgley, Stafford, out “of business. Dec 23 at12 
at offices of Tinsley, Priory st, Dudley 

Baynham, James,Jun, Heref: ord, Seedsman. Dec 21 at 4.30 at offices 
of Corner, = h town, Hereford 

Bell, Goceee, OF isbury, Wilts, Builder. Dec 22 at 1 at offices of 
Hodding, Market House chambers, Salisbury 

Bentley, John, Liversedge, York, armen Dec 23 at 3 at offices 
of Sykes, Heckmondwike 

Berridge, John, Careby, Lincoln, Farmer. Dec 27 at 12 at offices of 
Atter, Barn hill, Stamford 

Blackburn, William, Barmby on the Marsh, York, Farmer. Dec 21 
at 11 at Black Bull Hotel, Howden. Wright, Sel lby 

Bliss, Charles Lee, Staverton, near Daventry, Northampton, of no 
occupation. Dec 21 at 2.at Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn, Best 
and Co, Essex st, Strand 

Bramley, William, Ramsbottom, Lancaster, Cotton Waste Spinner. 
Dec 22 at 12 at offices of Rigg, Silver st, Ramsbottom 

Brickill, William, Sale, Chester, Wheelwright. Jan 3 at 3 at offices 
of Whitworth, James sq, Manchester 

Brittain, John, Congleton, Chester, Grocer. Dec 22 at 11 at offices 
of Cooper, Park st, Congleton 

Brooks, Orlando, Fleet st, Hosier. Dec 18 at 12 at offices of Me 
Donald and Co, Queen Victoria st. Hepburn and Co, Bird in hand 
court, Cheapside 

Brown, eben William, Leicester, Builder. Dec 23 at 3 at offices 
of Burgess and Williams, Berridge st, Leicester 

Brown. William, Brighton, Fishmonger. Jan 8at 3 at offices of 
Penfold and Co, Middle st, Brighton 

Bull, Thomas, Pocock st, Blackfriars rd, Baker. Dec 20 at 3 at 

Mason’s Hall Tavern, Mason’s avenue, Basinghall st. Dunn, 


Guildhall chmbrs, Basinghall st 

Burgess, James, Frome, Somerset, Grocer. Dec 18 at 2 at offices of 
McCarthy, King st, Frome 

Butler, James Keating, Camberwell rd, Hosier. Dec 30 at 2 at offices 
of Harling, Fetter lane, Fleet st 

Camfield, Stephen, Albion st, Southwark, Corn Merchant. Dec 23 
at 2 at offices of Nye, North st, Brig hton 

Catterall, James, Toxteth Park, "hiverpool, Shipbuilder. 
11 at offices of Fletcher, Winnington, Northwich 

Clegg, John Edwin, Silcoates, Wakefield, Nurseryman. Dec 23 at 
11 at Townhall chambers, King st, Wakefield 

Clements, Frank, St. George’s st, Ratcliff Highway, Grocer. Dec 
21 at 12 at Guildhall Coffee House, Gresham st. Wolferstan and 
Co, Ironmonger lane 

Cluff, Joseph, Evenlode, Worcester, Farmer. Dec 23 at 2 at Ram 
Hotel, Gloucester. Kendall 

Cohen, Solomon, Liverpool, Money Lender. Dec 23 at 11 at offices 
of Blackhurst and Fretson, Dale st, Liverpool 

Cole, Edward, Weston-super-Mare, Draper. Dec 20 at 2 at offices of 
Bakers and Co, Weston-super-Mare 

Coles, William, Vauxhall Bridge rd, Bread and Biscuit Baker. Dec 
29 at 2 at Swan Hotel, Dover rd 

Congreve, Jacob, Skirbeck, Lincoln, Wheelwright. 
at Red Lion Hotel, Boston. Bailes, Boston 

Coode, Worster Manners Benson, Chertsey, Surrey, Farmer. Dec 
22 at 11 at 12, Chapel st, Bedford row. Hughes and Sons 

Cornell, William, Gislingham, Suffolk, Farmer. Dec 29 at 12.30 at 
4, Prince’s st, Ipswich. Birkett and Bant oft, Ipswich 

Crane, Eli, Leicester, Baker. Dec 29 at 3 at offices of Hincks, Bow- 
ling Green st, Leicester 

Creese, Thomas, Newlands Corse, Gloucester, Farmer. Dec 20 at 3 
at offices of Taynton and Sons, Clarence chambers, Gloucester 

Croft, Walter, Kingston-upon-Hull, Hay and Straw Dealer. Dec 22 
at 11 at offices of Pickering, Parliament st, Kingston-upon-Hull. 
England and Co, Kingston- -upon-Hull 

Dobson, George, New Knutton, Stafford, Butty Collier. 
at offices of James, Newcastle-under- Lyme 

Edwards, Thomas Hayward, Great Totham, Essex, Farmer. Dec 
22 at 2 at the White Hart Hotel, Witham. Coaks and Co, Nor- 


Dec 28 at 


Dec 23 at 12.30 


Dec 20 at 3 


wic 

Endacott, John, Charleton, Devon, Labourer. Dec 22-at 12 at the 
bn Stars Hotel, Saint Thomas, Exeter. Whiteway, Newton 

t 

Evans. David Thomas, Brecknock, Tin Plate Manufacturer. Dec 24 
at 12 at offices of Lewis, Glebeland st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Fairclough, Robert, Bishopwearmouth, "Durham. Solicitor. Dec 22 at 
3 at offices of Bell, Lambton st, Bishopwearmouth 

Fallows, Thomas, Chorlton- -upon-Medlock, Manchester, Beer Re- 
— Dec 28 at 3 at offices of Diggles and Ogden, Booth st, Man- 
chester 

Firn, William, Leicester, Stonemason. Dee 29 at 3 at offices of 
Buckby, Millstone lane, Leicester 

Fisher, James, Birkenhead, Architect. Dec 29 at 2.30 at offices of 
Hannan and Pugh, Duncan st, Birkenhead 

Foan, George. Bristol, Mason. Dec 18 at 12 at offices of Andrews, 
Nicholas st, Bristol. Ayre, Bristol 

Fox, Charles William Burton, Kingston-upon-Hull. Dec 20 at 3 at 
offices of Walker and Spink, Parliament street, Kingston-upon- 

Gedge, John, Sen, Brundall, Norfolk, Bricklayer. Dec 23 at 12 at 
Ww ite Lion, St Martin’s Palace plain, Norwich 

Gillingham, William George, Aldersgate st, Tobacconist. Dec 20 at 
3 at offices of Ruddle, High Holborn 

Goodlass, William Leek, Skerne, York, out of business. Dec 27 at 
12 at Station Hotel, York, Jennings and Co, Driffield 

Gostling, John Cubitt, Gracechurch st, Cement Merchant. Dec 30 
at 12 at Law Institution, Chancery lane. Mander, New sq, Lin- 





Hall, Alfred, and Edwin Hall, Tottenham ct et rd, China Merc seine 
Dec 17 at 3 ee ~ Reynolds, Furnivai’s inn, Holborn 
Harvey, Jam: heapside, Hanley. Dec 21 at 11.30 at offi 
of Tennant onc Co, Chea; pone e Hanley ge 
Harvey, William Hi Halt avert the New rd, Ironfounder. Dec 2t 
at 11 at Masons’ Ha! sey Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st, 
Gregory, Cannon st 
Haseall, John, Longton, Stafford, Beerseller. Dec 23 at 11 at offices 
of Sword, Cheapside, Hanley 
Havelock, Christian, Sunderland, Durham, Managing Steam Tug 
Owner.’ Dec 22 at 11 at offices.of Alcock and Co, St Thomas st, 
Sunderland 
Hayward, Charles Henry, Drinkstone, Suffolk, Farmer. Jan 3 at 
12 at Guildhall, Bury St Edmunds. Salmon and Son 
Hemmings, William, Sen, Crawley, Oxford, Farmer. Dec 21 at? 
at Crown and Cushion Hotel, Chipping Norton. Kilby and Mace, 
Chipping Norton 
Higginbottom, Wright, Chorlton upon Medlock, Manchester, As. 
phalter. Dec 22 at 3 at offices of Lawson, Peter st, Manchester 
Hinge, Henry Edward, Sittingbourne. Kent, Cooper. Dec 22 at 11 at 
offices of oe, High st, Sittingbourne 
Horton, Harry, West Bromwich, Corn Dealer. Dec 21 at 11 at offices 
of Travis, Church lane, Tipton 
Houlgate, Thomas, York, Pig Dealer. Dec 22 at 11 at offices of Wad. 
dington, Stonegate, York 
Howard, John Frederick, Wigan, Grocer. Dec 23 at 11 at offices of 
France, Church gate, Wigan 
Howe, Thomas Abbott, Ipswich, Banker’s Clerk. Dec 23 at 1lat 
offices of Block and Wollaston, Westgate st, Ipswich 
— Charles, Bristol, piano Dec 21 at 2 at offices of Clifton and 
r, Broad ’st, Bris 
wae ‘George, ‘Aston, w arwick, Painter. Dec 23 at 11 at offices of 
Jagger, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Jackson, William Oliver, Stony Stratford, Buckingham, Printer. 
Dec 29 at 3 at offices of Becke, Derngate, Northampton 
Jarvis, William Edward, Curtain rd, A ~arcamagy Jan 3 at3 at office 
of Brighten and Co, Bishopsgate st Without 
Jenner, Frederick John, Frittenden, Kent, Grocer. Dee 21 at3 at 
the Castle Hotel, Tnnbridge Wells. May and Co, Adelaide place, 
London bridge 
Johnson, Henry Dennie, Mansfield, Nottingham, Joiner. Dec 22 at 
per at offices of Jones and Middleton, Gluman gate, Chester- 
e 
Jones, Charles, Reading, Berks, Linen Draper. Dec 23 at 11 at 
the Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn. Beale and Martin, Reading 
Jones, Rowland, and Robert Pritchard, Abererch, Carnarvon, 
a. Dec 21 at 1.30 at British Hotel, "Bangor. Picton and Co, 
Pwelheli 
Jowsey, Robert, Scarborough, York, Ironmonger. Dec 22 at 3 at 
offices of Hick, Newborough st, Scarborough 
Kent, Henry, Cowbit, Lincoln, Farmer. Dec 30 at 1at Red Lion 
Hotel, Spalding. Rice and Co, Boston 
King, C ‘harles, Leddington, nr Ledbury, Gloucester, out of business. 
Dec 16 at 12 at er Eagle Hotel, Gloucester, in lieu of the place 
originally name: 
Knightbridge, William Thomas, Bow common lane, Butcher. Dec 
20 at 10 at offices of Lewis, Chancery lane. Abbot, Blackfriars rd 
Knowles, William, Kington, Hereford, Painter. Dec.29 at 10.30 at 
Talbot Hotel, Leominster. Payter, Kington 
Lagden, Thomas, Doddinghurst, Essex, Farm Manager. Dec 22 at 
4 at White Hart Hotel, Brentwood. Brown, Basinghall st 
Lancashire, John, Liverpool, Ale and Porter Dealer. Dec 28 at 2 at 
offices of Davies, Temple, Dale st, Liverpool 
Lawrence, William Showler Cavill, Leyton, Essex, Beerhouse 
Keeper. Dec 27 at 11 at Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, 
Basinghall st. Gregory, Cannon st 
Leonard, Samuel, Sheffield, Grocer. Dec 23 at 11 at Law tl 
Rooms, Aldine Ct, Sheffield. Webster and Styring, Sheffield 
Little, Henry, Reading, Chemist. Dec 28 at 2 at offices of Nazer, 
Castle st, Holborn 
Loraine, Henry, Liverpool, Theatrical Manager. Dec 22 at 3 at 
offices of Seaman, Seymour st, Liverpool 
Lupton, Frederic Charles, Bandon hill, nr Croydon, Clerkin H.M.’s 
Post office. Dec 22 at 3 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st, 
Cannon, King st, Cheapside 
Luxom, Richard William, Sampford Peverell, Devon, Baker. Dec 
= at 12 at offices of Southcott, Post Office st, Bedford circus, 
xeter 
Marriott, Lee, Ryhall, Rutland, Farmer. Dec 24 at 10 at offices of 
Law, St Mary’s pl, Stamford 
Masters, Eli, Salisbury, Wilts, Dairyman. Dec 30 at 12 at the White 
Hart Hotel, Salisbury 
McLeish, Archibald Gilmour, Knighton, Radnor, Tailor. Dec 22 at 
1 at offices of Wallis, St Owen st, Hereford 
Middleton, James, Longton, Stafford, Tailor. Dec 22 
of Clarke and Hawley, Church st, Longton 
Moon, Joseph Dobson, Durham, Farmer. Dec 22 at 2 at offices of 
Stanford, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Morgan, Phili lip, , Gilwern, Brecknock, Tin Plate Manufacturer. Dec 
24 at 2 at offices of Lewis, Merthyr Tydfil 
Morison, Bruce, Bishopgate st Within, Ship and Insurance Broker. 
Dec 30 at 12 at offices of Cooper and Co, George st, Mansion House. 
Crosley and Burn, Moorgate st 
Morris, Charles, Holeutt, Bedford, Farmer. Dec 23 at 3.30 at Station 
Hotel, Woburn Sands. Conquest and Clare, Bedford 
Murch, John, Edgware rd, Trunk Manufacturer. Dec 29 at 3 at office 
of Spencer and Gibson, Verulam bldgs, Geay’s inn 
Murray, John Reynolds, Hanley, wae Worker. Dec 21 at 2 at 
offices of Lawrence, Old Hali st, Hanley 
matt William, Winford, Somerset, Baker. Dee 23 at 11 at offices 
Ward, Albion chmbrs, Bristol 
Nes Alfred James, Broadwall, Stamford st, Brush Manufacturer. 
Dec 21 at 12 at 222, Mansion House chmbrs, Queen Victoria st. 


at 11 at offices 





coln’s inn 





Ashby, Queen Victoria st 


a eb od ie Oe es ee ae 
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——___— 
ee eae a Dee 22. at ll at/| Wright, Richard, Gt Malvern, Worcester, Fis . Dec 20at3 
Guildhall Tw ver, ver; Ort —_ ~ Hid at offices of Alien and and Beauchamp, Sansome pl, Worcester 

meth ae of Brown, + Be ey ? TvuEspay, Dec. 14, 1880. 
Joseph, Bilston, § Engineer. Dec 29at 3 at offices} Allen, Dennett, Pulborough, Sussex, Farmer. Dec 31 at 1 at the 

sags eee st. Wolverhampton wm ae Pulborough. Mant, Storrington 
Owen, John, * Quay, Flint, Joiner. Dec 22 at'12 at offices of —- hn William, Marple, Chester, Painter. Dec 28 at 11 at 

bl Chester offices of Brown and Ainsworth, St t Petersgate, Stock 
Fruiterer. 


Churton, 

Paze, William, staverpoo , Plumber. Dec 28 at 3 at offices of Seaman, 

pliver, William, Kenilworth, Warwick, Schoolmaster. Dec 30 at 
Ti at 19, High st, Warwick. Boddington 

Parker, Hermitage, Basinghall st, Licensed Se er Jan 
3 at 2 at 53, Basinghall st. heaed and Sons, Basinghall st 

Parker, John, Warwick, Greengrocer. Dec 30 at 3 at 19, High st, 
Warwick. ‘Boddington 

Pink, Thomas, Pont st, Belgrave sq, Builder. Dec 22 at 2 at Inns 
of Court Hote’ Lincoln’ s-inn-fields. Reader, Holborn-viaduct 

Povall, Emma, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Game Dealer. Dec 20 at 4, 


Jame, Newcastle 
, William agp , Clifton, Bristol, Se Dec 23 at 11 

aot ces of G of G@ Co, All Saint’s ct, Bristol 

Pickard, ninweight New Brighton, Morley, York, Builder. 
Dec 23 Pe) t3 at at offices of Pullan, Albion st, Leeds 

Rauhant, Albert Carl Conrad, Cullum st, Licensed Victualler. Dec 
22 at 12 at 10, Pancras lane, ‘Queen Victoria st. Chapman 

Redding, Edwin, the F gn sed Bristol, Maltster. 23 at 11 at 
offices of Benson and Carpenter, Bank chambers, Corn st, Bristol 

Reid, William, Robert’s-mews, Hampstead rd, Cab Proprietor. Dec 
21 at 3 at offices of Ricketts, King’s Cross rd 

Reynolds, James, South Cave, York, Butcher. Dec 21 at 3 at offices 
of =e Parliament st, Kingston-upon- Hull. Leak and Co, 


skche, Murgatroyd, Shipley, York, Stone Merchant. Dec 22 at 11 
at offices of Morgan and Morgan, Victoria chambers, Shipley 

Roberts, Anne, Rhyl, Flint, Restaurant Keeper. Dec 23 at 1.30 at 
at Station Commercial Hotel, Bangor. Hughes and Pritchard, 


Bangor 
Roberts, William, Great Driffield, York, Coach Builder. Dec 28 at 
aA, Royal Station Hotel, Kingston-upon- Hull. Jennings and Co, 
riffie 
Routledge, Theophilus, Kingston-upon-Hull, Tailor. Dec 31 at 3 at 
offices of Pickering, Parliament st, Kingston-upon- Hull. Leak 
and Co, Hull 


' Salisbury, John, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh, Stonecutter. Dec 20 at 2 at 
2 


Imperial Hotel, Colwyn Bay 

Shaw, Thomas, Birmingham, Butcher. Dec 23 at 3.30 at offices of 
Buller and Bickley, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Sleigh, Thomas William, Birmingham, Builder. Dec 22 at 11.30 at 
offices of Powell and Browett, Ann st, Birmingham 

Smith, John, Forton, York, Grocer. Dec 23 at 1 at offices of Turner, 
Exchange st, Great Driffield 

Solomon, Edward Moss, Birmingham, Clothier. Dec 23 at 3at offices 
of Hodgson and Haigh, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Southern, Thomas, Wincham, Chester, Grocer. Dec 23 at 11 at offices 
of Fletcher, Winnington, Northwich 

Starkey, James Edward, Henhurst, Wigan, Boatman. Dec 23 at3 
at offices of Wood, King st, Wigan 

Stead, William, Cleckheaton, York, Ironfounder. 
Black Bull Hotel, Mirfield 

Sturge, Joseph Osborne, Cheetham, Manchester, Professor of Music 
Dec 23 at 11 at offices of Preston and Young, Norfolk st, Manches- 


Dec 20 at 3 at 


ter 

Tann, William Robert, Bucklersbury, Berks, out of business. Dec 
22 at 11 at offices of Lucas, Bartholomew st, Newbury 

‘Taylor, George, Birmingham, Auctioneer. Dec 23 at 3 (at offices of 
Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Thompson, Frederick George, Liverpool, Boot Dealer. Dec 22 at 2 
at offices of Lowe, Mount pleasant, Liverpool 

Thomson, Francis Elrington, Woodford, Essex, Accountant. Dec 
23 at 12 at offices of Matthews and Wells, John st, Bedford row 

Thornton, Michael, Woolwich, Baker. Dec 21 at 10 at offices of 
Lewis, Chancery lane. Micklethwait, Long Acre 

Thurnham, James, Hemel Hempstead, Farmer. Dec 20 at 4 at 
offices of Lovell and Co, Gray’s inn sq. Bullock and Penny, 
Great Berkhamstead 

Tipple, James, Sheffield, Builder. 

jank st, Sheffield 

Tomlin, William Advent, Bedford, Lancaster, Stonemason. Dec 29 
at 2.30 at the Courts Hotel, Leigh. Marsh and Son, Leigh 

Trueman, Alfred Joseph, Ramsgate. Kent, Baker. Dec 29 at 3 at 
offices of Mercer, High st, Ramsgate 

Dec 22 


Dec 23 at 11 at offices of Parrett, 


Tunnicliffe, William, Sandal Magna, York, out of business. 

at 11 at offices of Lake and Lake, Southgate, Wakefield 

Walker, George Barrent, Lawrence Hill Bridge, Bristol, Coach 

Builder. Dec 22 at 12 at offices of Essery, Nicholas st, Bristol 

Ward, William, Wolverhampton, Coach Builder. Dec 28 at 10 at 
offices of Stirk, North st, Wolverhampton ‘4 

Warrener, Robert, Queen’s rd, Peckham, Physician. Dec 23 at 1 at 
offices of Haynes, Grecian chambers, Devereux ct, Temple 

Watkins, Charles, Hereford, Cheese and Butter Merchant. Dec 23 
at 3 at offices of Corner, High town, Hereford 

Weller, George, Erith, Kent, Farmer. Dec 22 at3 at offices of Gib- 
son, Lowfield st, Dartf ‘ord 

White, William, Stamford, Lincoln, Lath Render. Dec 23 at 10 at 
offices of Law, St Mary’s pl, Stamford 

Whitmore, William, Crewe, Chester, Joiner. Dec 22 at 3 at offices 
of May, Churchside, Macclesfield 

Whittaker, William, Belper, Derby, Grocer. Dec 31 at 12 at Flying 
Horse Hotel, Nottingham. Thorpe, Nottingham 

Wiltiams, William, Bridgend, Glamorgan, Brick Manufacturer. 
pod 28 at 12 at offices of Stockwood, Jun, Townhall chambers, 

gen 
Woodhead, James, Colne, Jencouter, Joiner. Dec 24 at 3.30 at Crown 


“a Colne. Haigh » Bradford 
wei, de John, Higher Irlam, Lancaster, Builder. Dec 23 at 3 at 


J mol of Ellis, Clarence buildings, Booth st, Mosley st, Man- 


port 

Arnold, Frederick Bawman, Leeds, Jan 3 at3 at offices 

of Newson, South parade, Leeds 

Aykroyd, John, Manchester, Wood Turner. Dec 28 at 10 at offices 

of Bintliff, Bridge st, Manchester 

Baddeley, , George, Brighton, Machine Dealer. Dec 29 at 2 at 145, 
Cheapside. Ashurst and Co 

Bailey, Edward, Beccles, Suffolk, Butcher. Dec 30 at 12 at offices of 

Blake, Hall Quay chambers, Great Yarmouth. Clarke, Great Yar- 

mou 

Barnes, James, Redditch, a Schoolmaster. Dec29 at 12 at 

a, = a : a ~ ‘an 

eeney, Horace, rst, Is ome ‘orn Dealer. 23 at 3 at 

offices of Teartnalt? Chancery lane 

Biddle, John, Swansea, Confectioner. Dec 21 at 11 at offices of Evans 

and Davies, Wind st, Swansea 

Blythe, William, Hutton Common, York, Farmer. Dec 20 at 11 at 

offices of Shepherd and Co, Lairgate, Beverley 

Bool, John, Bath, Stone Merchant. Dec 23 at A at offices of Clark, 
Union st, Bath’ 

Bradshaw, Andrew, Bury, Lancaster, Tripe Dealer. Dec 24at3 at 

offices of Anderton and Donnelly, Garden st, Bury 

Bridger, James, Haslemere, Surrey, out of business. Dec 24 

2 - 1.30 at the Angel Hotel, Godalming. Durbidge, Guild- 

or 

Brindley, David, Willenhall, Stafford, Beer “penpes Dec 29 at 11 at 

offices of Vaughan, Walsall st, Willenhal 

Brown, Donald, South Shields, Boot Dealer, Dec 23 at 8 at offices of 
Newlands, King st, South Shields 

Cameron, Henry, Bedford, Ironmonger. Dec 29 at1l at offices of 
Whyley and Piper, Dame Alice st, Bedford 

Chambers, Thomas, Littleport, Cambridge, Farmer. Dec 27 at3 at 
offices of Hall, Market pl, Ely 

Clarkson, Henry, Stafford. "Catile Dealer. Dec 22 at 11 at offices of 
Ashmall, Albion st, Hanley 

Claxton, Samuel, Northampton, Blacksmith, Dec 24 at 12 at offices 
of Hart, Priestgate, Peterborough 

Cleghore, "Robert Hedley, Moor lane, Artificial Flower Manufacturer 
Dec 22 at 3 at offices of Rudall, King st, Cheapside 

Cossey, George, Anchor and Hope alley, Wapping, Grocer. Dec 23 
at 12 at offices of Kent, Basinghall street. Scoles, Budge row 

Crozhur, James Wehr, Birmingham, Bootmaker. Dec 29 at 3 at office 
of Sadler and Eddowes, Arcade, Birmingham 

Dancer, John Benjamin, Manchester, Optician. Jan 6 at 3 at offices 
of Bullock and Worthington, Kennedy st, Manchester. 

Davey, John Edward, Lincoln, Oil and Cake Merchant. Dec 21 at 
3 at the Queen’s Hotel, Charlotte st, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Davey, Thomas, Grove rd, Holloway, Carpenter. Dec 21 at 4 at 
262, High Holborn. Best, Essex st, Strand 

Dickson, Robert, Weston-super-Mare, Builder. Dec 23 at 11 at 
7, Waterloo st, Weston-super- Mare. Chapman, Weston-super-Mare 

Doherty, George, Northwich, Chester, Bootmaker. Dec 29 at3 at 
offices of Treimewen, Ward’s bldgs, Deangate, Manchester 

Duckworth, Robert, Liverpool, Builder. Jan 5 at 3 at offices of 
Radcliffe and Lay’ ton, Hackin’s Hey, Liverpool 


Ewing Innes, Alnmouth, Northumberland, Innkeeper. Dec 24at 11 
at offices of Forster and Paynter, Fenkle st, Alnwick 
Ferns, Walter Frank, Birmingham, Leather Factor. eae 4 at 3 at 


offices of Rowlands and Co, Colmore row Birmingha: 

Fisher, Albert Nathaniel, Clerkenwell rd, Goldsmith, "Dec 29 at 4 at 
offices of Syduey, Leadenhall st 

Gardnhr, John, Cardiff, Grocer. Dec 29 at 12 at offices of Collins, 
Broad st, Bristol. Morgan and Scott, Cardiff 

Goodwin, John Edward, W ateringbury , Kent, Farmer. Dec 31 at 
12 at the Star Hotel, Maidstone. Hughes and King, Maidstone 

Gothorp, James, Spofforth, York, Farmer. Dec 28 at 2 at offices 
of Farmery, High st, Knaresborough 

Haddock, John, Sedgley, Stafford, Tailor. Dec 24 at 11 at offices of 
Stokes and Harper, Priory st, Dudley 

Hall, William, King’s Bromley, Stafford, Labourer. Dec 30 at 11 at 
offices of Stanley, Bridge st, Walsall 

Harris, John, Canterbury rd, Old Kent rd, Carpenter. Dec 23 at 11 
at offices of Lloyd, London wall 

Harron, Samuel Elias, High Holborn, Trunk Manufacturer. Dec 30 
aS 2 at Law Institution, Chancery lane. Armstrong, Chancery 

Hil, William, Congleton, Chester, Sanitary Surveyor. Dec 24at11 
at offices of Latham, Moody st, Congleton 

Hind, Matthew, Coatham, York, Builder. Dec 23 at 11 at offices of 
Robson, Linthorpe rd, Middlesborough 

Holroyd, Howgate, Cleckheaton, York, out of business. Dec 23 at 
12 at Roy al Oak Hotel, Ward’s ‘End Halifax. Clough 

Hudson, William Eeaby, Ashton under Lyne, Grocer. Dec 27 at3 
at Pitt and Nelson Hoiel, Ashton under Lyne. Buckley and Miller, 
Staleybridge 


Huett, Charles, Edingworth, Somerset, Farmer. Dec 23 at 3 at 
offices of Brice, Burnham 
= hes, William, Marton, Chester, Farmer, Dec 29 at 11 at offices 


Green and Dixon, High st, Winsford 

when William Roger, Lianelly, Carmarthen, Draper. 
11 at offices of Randell, Frederick st, Llanelly 

Hutt, Henry, Northmoor, Oxfordshire, Farmer. Jan 3 at 11 at offices 
of Boodle, Albion bldgs, New Swindon 

Infiesta, Jose Antonio, anchester, Merchant. Feb 3 at 3 at 37, 
Bazennose st S 

Jamieson, John, Jewin st, Commission Agent. Dec 23 at 3 at offices 
of Rosenthal, Holborn Viaduct 

Jeffreys, John, Hanley, Stafford, Glass Warehouseman. Dec 29 at 
11 at offices Ellis, arket pl, Burslem 

Jervis, John, Hanley, Greengrocer. Dec 29 at 11 at offices of Ten- 


Dee 28 at 





nant and Co, Hanley 
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Kaye, Thomas, Linton, near Wetherby, York, Farmer. Dec 27 at 3 } Whicher, Alfred John, Devizes, Wilts, Butcher. Dec 30 at 11 at offices. 
Nag x oat amet Jan 3 at 12 at offices of Whittaker, Oherlen Bitch incl wood, Lancaster, Shoe Maker, 
King, John, Live! , out of businees. Jan 3 ai 0! -in- Ss 

Cnraihers, Lord st, Live 1 Dec 27 at 10 at offices of Orton, Manchester st, Heywood 
Lawrence, William Exton, Kirton, Lincoln, Farmer. Dec 30 at lat 
offices of Dyer, Church lane, Boston 


Lee, Squire, Hadfield, Derby, Draper. Dec 30 at 3 at offices of Davis, 
Norfolk sq, Glossop 
Leek, William, Wolverhampton, Grocer. Dec 29 at 11 at offices of 
Stratton, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Loder, John, Burnley, Lancaster, Brewer. Dec 30 at 3 at offices of 
Nowell, Hargreaves st, Burnley 
Marrirer, Eleanor Isabella, New Washington, Durham, Dealer in 
bran and Shoes. Dec 28 at 1 at offices of Skinner, John st, Sun- 
lerland 
Marsden, William, Nottingham, Draper. Dec 23 at 3 at 8, York st, 
anchester. Hawkes and Weekes, Birming e 
Marshall, John, Peterborough, Northampton, Market Gardenert 
a 29 at 4 at George Hotel, Huntingdon, Wilkinson and Co, 8 
Neots 
Matthews, William Marter, Long lane, Bermondsey, Butcher. Dec 
23 at 3 at offices of Bordman and Co, Victoria House, Trinity st, 
Southwark 
Mills, Robert Winterbottom, and Charles Ashworth, Ancoats, Man- 
chester, Spindle Makers. Jan 5 at 3 at offices of Ritson and 
Grundy, Princess st, Manchester 
ward Francis, Woolverton, Somerset, Maltster. Dec 30 at 
3 at offices of Ames, Cork st, Frome 
Neil, William, Bishopsgate st. Dec 29 at 11 at offices of Wright and 
w, High Holborn 
Nevard, Nemiah, Lee, Kent, Builder. Dec 30 at 2 at offices of 
Morphett and Littlejohn, King st, Cheapside. Terry, King st 
Parsons, Abraham, Whittlesey, Cambridge, Licensed Victualler. 
Dec 24 at 11 at offices of Hart, Priestgate, Peterborough 
Paul, William Henry, Malvern rd, Kilburn, Tailor. Jan 5 at 2 at 
offices of Underwood and Co, Holles st, Cavendish sq 
Pert, Walter, Docking, Norfdik, Plumber. Jan 6 at 11 at offices of 
Birchan, Fakenham 


Phillips, David, Liverpool, Grocer. Dec 24 at 3 at offices of Masters 
and Fletcher, North John st, Liverpool 


, Lawrence, Lincoln, Commission Agent. Dec 23 at 12 at 
offices of Danby and Son, Bank st, Lincoln 
Pitt, William, Worcester, Cooper. Dec 29 at 3 at offices of Allen 


and Beauchamp, Sansome , Worcester 

Plunal, William Tappenden, Lordship lane, East Dulwich, Cheese- 
monger, Dec 31 at 4 at offices of Harte, Moorgate st 

Potter, Robert, John Potter, and James Potter, Liverpool, Builders. 
Dec 29 at 2 at offices of Lyon and Reynolds, Fenwick st, Liverpool 

Preddy, Arthur, Canterbury mews, Brixton, Cab Proprietor. Dec 
28 at 3 at offices of Harcourt and Peach, Finsbury sq. Hope, Bell 
yard, Temple 

Pruen, Rev Hudson Boyce, Twyning, Gloucester. Dec 29 at 11 at 
offices of Moores and Romney, Tewkesbury 

Quaanin, Michael Vincent, Spennymoor, Durham, Auctioneer. Jan 
4 at 11 at the Shafto , Spennymoor 

Radcliffe, Bramley, Samuel Torkington, and William Edmunds 
a Denton, Lancaster, Hat Manufacturers. Dec 23 at 4 at 
offices of Boote and Edgar, Booth st, Manchester 

Reeves, Alfred, Horfield, Gloucester, Butcher. Dec 23 at 11 at offices 
of Sherrard, John st. Bristol 

Robinson, Anne Sophia, Cleckheaton, York, Milliner. Dec 29 at 11 
at offices of Curry, Cleckheaton 

Robson, Hamsteels, Durham, Farmer. Dec 24 at 11 at offices of 
Dale, Blake st, York 

Selmes, James, Westfield, Sussex, Farmer. Jan 1 at 2 at offices of 
Meadows and Elliott, Havelock rd, Hastings 

Sissons, Robert, Epworth, Lincoln, Stone Mason. Dec 28 at2 at 
King’s Head, Market pl, Epworth. Clegg and Sons 

Smith, Job, Birmingham, Auctioneer. Dec 24 at 12 at offices of 
Fallows, Cherry st, Birming 

Smith, William, Balsall Heath, Beer Retailer. Dec 29 at 12 at offices 
of Hawkes and Weekes, Temple st, Birmingham 

Smith, William Pennington, Mitre st, Blackfriars rd, Builder. Dec 
30 at 3 at Guildhall Tavern. Funston, Finsbury pavement 

Swailes, William, and Thomas Swailes, Horsforth, nr Leeds, 
Builders. Dec 24 at 11 at offices of Beaumont, East parade, Leeds 

Swales, William, Balne, York, Farmer. Dec 29 at 11 at offices of 
Wainwright and Mason, Townhall chmbrs, King st, Wakefield 

Swarbrick. Margaret, Preston, Lancaster, Innkeeper. Dec 29 at 3 
at offices of Spencer, Winckley st, Preston 

Taylor, Philip Newton, Ore, nr Hastings, Grocer. Dec 17 (and not 
71st as erroneously printed in the Gazette of the 7th inst) at 11.30 
at Creditors’ Association, Arthur st East. Jones and Glenister, 

Zs 


Thackeray, James, Moss side, nr Manchester, House Painter. Dec 
28 at 11 at offices of Lawson, Peter st, Manchester 

Thomas, Gwilym Ifor, Glyn, Neath, Glamorgan, Stone Cutter. Dec 
28 at 12 at Dyffryn chmbrs, Neath. Kempthorne and Son 

Tingle, manny, Leytonstone, Grocer. Dec 29 at 3 at offices of Aird, 


iy one tdward Saunders, St Anthony-in-Meneage, Cornwall, 

Omnibus Proprietor. Dec 29 at 1 at offices of Tyacke, Coinage Hall 
st, Helston 

Trowbridge, James, Bristol, Buker. Dec 24 at 2 at offices of Clifton 
and Carter, Broad st, Bristol “ne 

Ward, George, Saint Helens, Nottingham, Market Gardener. Jan 3 
at 11 at ces of Wells and Hind, Fletcher gate, Nottingham 

Weaver, Frederick, Birmingham, out of business. Jan 3 at3 at offices 
of Buller and Bickley, Bennet’s hill, Birmingham 

Webber, Edwin, Droitwich, Worcester, Butcher, Dec 23 at 3 at 
offices of Jaques, Temple row, Birming’ 


Weightman, bert Thomas, Bridlington quay, York, Lodgin 
house keeper. Jan 7 at 10 at Rugby Hous, Hoyal crescent, ~-d 
consville, Bridlington quay. Hobson 

West, Alfred, Swansea, Boot and Shoe Dealer. Dec 23 at 11 


at the Stag and Pheasant Hotel, Leicester, Smith and Lawrence, 
Bwansea 
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SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 


Guarantesd Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it ‘‘ the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage fcr Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for- 
Invalids aod Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Boing without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER. 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break. 
fast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTINA A LA VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest, 
Me tne Chocolate, ana@ may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 

ibited. 

In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., 5s. 6d., &c., by Chemists and Grocers, 

Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


MR. G. H. JONES, 


SURGEON DENTIST, 
57, GREAT RUSSELL STREET, LONDON 
(Opposite the British Museum), 


Will be glad to orward his Pampblet on Painless Dentistry, free, 
enclosed by post, which explains the most unique system of the adjust- 
ment of ARTIFICIAL TEETH without pain. 


CONSULTATION FREE FROM 10 TO 5. 


EDE AND 50N: 


ROBE BR MAKERS 
NT, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTME '’ 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench: 
Corporation of London, &c. 

SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN’S COUNSEL'S DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITY S CLERGY GOWNS, XC: 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94. CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
ARTNERSHIP.—Wanted, by a Solicitor with 


Capital (of seven years’ experience), a Clerkship, with a view 
to a Partnership.—Address, Winsoy, care of Mr. Low, 31, Ab- 
church-lane, London, E.C. 

ANTED, by a Solicitor (lately admitted), a 

Clerkship in a well-established town or country firm, Ex- 
perience chief object.—Address, F., 129, Gower-street. 


R. MEADOWS, of Bond-court-chambers, Wal- 
brook, London, Solicitor, Author of ‘ Questions on Con- 
veyancing and Real Property Law,” continues to Read Privately: 
with Articled Clerks preparing for the Intermediate, Final, and 
Honours Examinations. 


rgsxO SOLICITORS, ARCHITEOTS, and Others.— 
A noble Suite of Offices, comprising three large rooms en» 
suite, situate in Vigo-street, close to Regent-street, and facing 
Piccadilly, to be Let on Lease.—Apply to Lumurys, Land Agento- 
and Auctioneers, 31 and 32, St. James’s-street, Piccadilly. 
Fourth Edition (further revised and enlarged), price 5s., net. 


H INTS on ADVOCACY, including Examples o 
Sixteen s of Witnesses, and the mode of Cross-examin~ 
ing them. By RICHARD HARRIS, Barrister-at-Law, of the: 
Middle Temple and Midland Circuit. 
London: WatzrLow Bros, & Layton, 24, Birchin-lane. 


NOW READY. 


THIRTY-SEVENTH YEAR OF PUBLICATION. 
THE 


SOLICITORS’ DIARY, 


ALMANAC, & LEGAL DIRECTORY 
FOR 1881. 

Eprrzep sy CHARLES FORD, Esg., F.R.8.L.., ¢.8.C. 
* ‘The cheapest and most useful compahion for a Lawyer’s desk.” 
PRICES: In Cloth, three days to a page, 3s. 64. ; 

Half Calf, 5s., 6s., and 8s, 64., according to Diary space. 
96 & 96, LONDON WALL, & 49, PARLIAMENT 8T., LONDON. 

And may be obtained of all Booksellers, 





























